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STATEMENT BY SENATOR Pat McCarran 
(October 8S, 1952) 


. The CuHarrmMan. I think it might be well if at this time, while Sena 
tor Watkins is present and while there seems to be about as large an 
attendance as we have had, the chairman make a statement which 
grows out of the advertisements and other similar publications that 

? I have seen circulated with reference to this hearing that we are 
conducting. 

The chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the United States 
Senate, the chairman of this committee, came from the loins of labor. 
He was born and reared ina lnbor home. Everything that surrounded 
him in his boyhood days was labor. He played on the street ot 
Virginia City and Gold Hill, in Gold Hill where the first miners’ union 
was organized, the first miners’ union in all America. 

As a young man just turned 25, as a member of the Legislature of 
the State of Nevada. he collaborated in the formulation of the first 
law that limited the hours of labor in mine, mills. and smelters in 
America. That law was pa sed by the Legislature of Nevada in 1903, 
at which time the chairman of this committee was a member of that 
legislature. That law was attacked by the most able counsel in this 
country. It was taken to the court of last resort, the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and was there held to be constitutional. 

4 That law is the nucleus from whence has sprung nearly all of the 
beneficial legislation for labor in America. 

As a member of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, as its 
Chief Justice, the chairman of this committee wrote an opinion with 
reference to the rights of an injured laborer who had signed a release 
after his injury when he received a sum of money, a release of his 
employer from further liability. He sued for further compensation. 

5 The release was set up as a defense. 

. As Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Nevada, it was I who 

oe the opinion that the release was not a defense: that the laborer 
must at times be defended by the law even as against himself. That 
decision was declared by able counsel to be one that would not stand 
the test of the Supreme Court of the United States, and by the most 
eminent counsel in the West it was taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and there the Supreme Court refused to interfere with 
the decision rendered by the then member of the Supreme Court of 
Nevada, the present chairman of this committee. 

On the 4th of March of 1953, if I live until that time, I will have 

served 20 years in the Senate of the United States. In all of that 


~ 
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period of time I have sustained by my vote and my voice every bill 
fit or promotion of organized labor. 


T 
I voted for the Waener Act. and I voted against the Taft Hartley Act. 

\ ore »ot) » publish the statements that have been cir- 
cu ec the pre ) ion t the chairman of this committee and 
aon f e members of t committee putting forth a statement to 
tt ead the labor u ( threat nvolved ere, to mislead its member 

id the people and destroy contidence in the chairman 
ot ft ( mittee and inthe Conevere ot the United States. 

li hol ney more ol less than what we see in the Daily Worker 
from day to day. It is nothing more or less than what the chairman 


of this committee has encountered during all of the time that he has 


been holding hearimes under the re olution for the internal security 


ot tl ounery 

The chairman wants to sav now and here, because there is such a 
group ol labor represented here, that America today is the one 
salvation for free labor and free men. If we lower our arm as a 


Nation to the communistie 1 fluences that are operating within our 
midst. then civilization will go back innumerable centuries and labor 
will lose everything that it has cained by the free enterprise system 


of the United States of America. 

Phere no slavery in the world like the slavery of communism. 
There no enemy in the world of labor like communism. And, if 
lubon pernaiit tself to be dominated by communism either in this 


Hnion oO 1 any other union, then labor will lose the fine things that 
we have worked out for labor by legislation during the past quarter 


| i\ that in Justification of the members of this conimittee, and 
] iv that the rank and file memb ‘rship Lo w] kK hy | belonged, in which 
Il was reared, to which I have given the best years and thoughts of 
my life, may hold in mind that your union should be free from Rus- 

in control, from Soviet dominance, from communistie influence, in 
order that you as American citizens may continue as free men to oper- 
ate with the individual human liberty that has been worked out for 
you through the leg slation that has been enacted. 

In God’s name and in the name of the country to which you belong, 
to which you give your loyalty as a citizen, your union having been 
read out of the CLO, your union having its lead membership brought 


] 
ti 


he re ve terday who refused to deny il cle} oath that they belonged to 


the Communist Part and followed the Communist line, in God's = 
name a American citizens awaken to the situation that vou maya 
cleanse yourself of this situation and not wait for law to deal with 


the eC ni duals. : 
If a man comes here and he is asked “Are you a horse thief?” anda 
he not a ho e thief. all he has to do is Say “No: | ai not.” If hese 


comes here and he is asked if he «a Communist and he is not a Con ~ 
mi ce ill he has to do is say “No: I am not.” “ 
But when he resorts to the fifth amendment and says “It might 
in rimninate me if | Las we red.” his ittitude al cl his conduet must bea 
judged by his answer. x 
That tatement that T hone m \ have some effect on the fine. 
rank and file of one of the greatest unis n America, one of the 
great ( md one of the oldest unions that this country knows. 
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Organized labor is a proper thing for the protec tion of labor. for 
the upbuilding of its status, « omposed of American citizens. 

Organized labor IS the best for the employing class because they 
can deal by collective bargaining with representative groups who 
represent the great rank and file of labor, and so organized labor 
must be encouraged. It must not be allowed to be torn down in 
America by an infiltration of communism that seems to be growing 
into some of the organizations. 

This is not the only one. This union is not the only one. We have 
found other unions into which there is an infiltration of this same 
group, to soften up organized labor and make it a victim at an oppor- 
tune moment when this country may need organized labor as it never 
needed it before. 

America is at the crossroads of her existence. War is In eXistence 
just across the sea, and a cold war is eolng on right here. 

I wanted to make this statement because I know there are here 
representatives of the various groups, some from my own State and 
some from the Basin States and some from abroad. 

I want them to know what the attitude of this committee is as we 
sit here and listen. I want them to know what the attitude of the 
Senator from Utah is because I know that his thoughts run along 
the same lines as mine. 

I want them to know what the attitude of the staff is. 

That is all. 
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REPORT FROM SUBCOMMITTEE INVESTIGATING COM- 
MUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS IN VITAL 
DEFENSE INDUSTRY—INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS 


Hearings were held in Salt Lake City, Utah, on October 6, 7. 8, and 
9, 1952, respecting the Communist affiliation of the principal officers of 
the International Union ot Mine E Mill. and Smelter Workers. a union 
which has organized approximately 100,000 workers in the non-fer- 
rous-metal mining and allied industries. 

The testimony taken at Salt Lake ( ity is transm tted herewith, and 
its principal points are as follows: 

(1) The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
was in 1950 expelled from the Congress of Industrial Organizations 
because the policies of the union were “consistently directed toward the 
achievement of the program and the purposes of the Communist 
Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth in the CLO 
constitution.” 

Mr. Stanley H. Ruttenberg, director ot education and research, 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, testified that the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers “was led and dominated by 
those individuals who are sympathetic to the position of the Com- 
munist Party.” 

(2) The two principal officers of the Internat onal Union of Mn eC, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers are Jolin Clark, president, and Maurice 
Travis, the secretary-treasurer. Testimony was received to the effect 
that Maurice Travis is the dominating figure in this union although he 


is surrounded by lesser officials, some of whom were called as witnesses, 
and refused to answer questions concerning thei Communist Party 
membership, afliliations, or activities. 

(3) A former official of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Wor kers, Ket neth Eckert, test ified with respect to the Com- 
munist Party membership of Maurice Travis and other union officials. 
In addition, other testimony was taken concerning the Communist 
Party membership of Tray Is and other uUnLOn offi ers. 

Mr. Eckert furnished, in his testimony, instances in which the Com- 
munist Party fraction of the union made and dictated policies which 
later emerged as union policy : 

Question. So that then a small number of Communists, even four, even the 
steering committee, could commit a union of 100,000 members to a program which 
they, the four Communists, or a few more Communists, originated. 

Mr. Eckert. It not only could but did, and does, obviously. 

. * ae * a e 

Question. Then, irrespective of the various channels through which this pro- 
gram went, it started with the Communist Party and crystallized as doctrine for 
a program of the union as whole; is that right? 

Mr. Eckert. That is correct. 

* * * * % * * 

Question. Then you had, as the end result, the convention adopting a program 
which originated with a small number of people who were Communist Party 


Ix 
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members and was later adopted as the program of over 100,000 members ; is that 
essentially correct? 

Mr. Eckert. That is correct 

; ‘ . ° ° 

Mr. Eckert and other witnesses testified to the effect that the over- 
whelming majority of the members of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were not Communists. Mr. Eckert 
estimated that the actual Communist Party membership in the union 
never averaged even | percent of the total union membership. 

(4) Mr. Eckert testified that he had known Maurice Travis as a 
member of the Communist Party: 

Question. Do you know Maurice Travis? 

Mr. exert. Yes, 

Question. Do you know Maurice Travis as a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes 

Question. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with Maurice Travis? 

Mr. Eckert. I have attended many party meetings with Maurice Travis. 

The statements of Maurice Travis w hen a witness before the subeom- 
mittee offer an abrupt contrast : 

Question. Are you, at the present time, a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 

On August 15, 1949, the organ of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers, which was called the Union, printed on 
page 3 an article bearing the byline of Maurice Travis. This article, 
in substance, was an apology by Travis for resigning from the Com- 
munist Party in order to comply with the non-Communist-aflidavit 
provisions of the Labor Management Relations Act of 1947. Mr. 
Travis was interrogated concerning this article, after he refused to 
acknowledge that he had written it, or that he had it prepared for 
his signature, as follows: 








Question. I quote you the following paragraph from this article to which we 
have been alluding: “Membership in the Communist Party has always meant 
to me, as a member and officer of the international union, that I could be a better 
trade-unionist.” 

Will you kindly explain to the subcommittee why it is possible for you to be a 
better trade-unionist as a Communist than as a non-Communist. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 

* + * * ” * x 

Question. IT quote the following sentence from the same article: “The biggest 
lie of all is to say that the Communist Party teaches or advocates the overthrow 
of the Government by force and violence.” Are those your present sentiments, 
and do you now believe that the Communist Party, U. S. A., does not conspire 
to overthrow this Government by force and violence? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

* * + + * * 7 

Question. I quote you the following sentence from the same article: “I believe 
under our Bill of Rights, for which our forefathers fought, that an American 
has as much right to be a Communist as he has to be a Republican, a Democrat, 
a Jew, a Catholic, or a Mason.” Is it still your opinion that a citizen of this 
Nation has as much right to be a Communist as he has to be a Republican, 
Democrat, a Jew, a Catholic, or a Mason? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, and I might 
say that I am going to refuse to answer any questions about this alleged state- 
ment, on the same grounds, if it will save time. 


Travis also refused to acknowledge execution of two affidavits in 
compliance with the non-Communist provisions of the Labor Manage- 
ment Relations Act of 1947, even after photostatic copies of these 
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wflidavits were laid before him. He also declined to answer a long 
series of questions dealing with his Communist Party activities from 
the early 1940's forward, and would not acknowledge a letter bearing 
his name which he had addressed to William Schneiderman, which 
letter is re produced i in the body of the testimony. 

Mr. Eckert testified with respect CO e John C lar k as follows: 

Question. Do you know John Clark as a person who has collaborated with 
known members of the Communist Party to further the aims of these known 
members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 


* *« a ok a * x 

Mr. Eckert. Well, in my opinion, the president of the union, John Clark, is 
for all purposes a Communist, who follows the Communist Party line. ’ 
I know that it would be impossible for John Clark to break away from the Com- 
munists and Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers without them doing the kind of 
hatchet job on him of character assassination that they have done on every 
individual who has exercised his right to break his affiliations with the Comumu- 
nists in that union and other unions. 

John Clark, present president of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers, followed the same pattern as did Travis 
in his refusal to answer questions concerning his Communist Party 
background. 

Question. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, Mr. Clark? 

Mr. CLARK (confers with counsel). I am going to claim the privilege under the 
law that it gives me the right not to answer that question. 

* * * * * * * 
Question. Have you attended some Communist Party meetings with Mr. Travis? 
Mr. CiarK. I again take refuge under the law, the fifth amendment, and refuse 

to answer that question 

Mr. Clark also refused to acknowledge photostatic copies of affidavits 
of non-Communist membership which he had filed with the National 
Labor Relations Board, when those copies were laid before him. 

The chairman of the subcommittee asked Mr. Clark the following 
question : 

Question. Does your organization collaborate with the Communist Party on 
labor matters? 

Mr. Ciark. I would like to take the privilege under that type of question, Mr. 
Chairman, 

Mr. Clark testified that it would be his duty to report to the member- 
ship of the union any individual who was in the pay of an employer 
and reporting back to that employer on union activities. He also 
testified that it would be his duty to notify the union if a member of 
the union were in the pay of the Congress of Industrial Organizations 
and reporting back to the Congress of Industrial Organizations on 
activities of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 
ers. However, Mr. Clark declined to say that it would be his duty 
to warn the union of a member who was, as a member of the Communist 
Party, reporting to the Communist Party on union activities. 

(5) Other former officers and officials of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers testified with respect to the Com- 
munist Party infiltration into and control of the union. 

Mr. Homer Wilson, a former vice president of the union, testified 
that the Communist Party actually dominated and made the decisions 
for the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 
Ralph Rasmussen, a former member of the executive board of the 
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union, cited numerous conversations he had with other union officials 
who were then members of the Communist Party. Mr. Rasmussen 
also testified that he was solicited to join the Communist Party by a 
union official. 

(6) A former member of the Communist Party, Mr. Harvey Matu- 
sow, testified that while he was in attendance at the San Cristobal Val- 
ley Ranch in New Mexico he was told by an international representa- 
tive of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
that Communist elements in the union sought to give aid and comfort 
to the Communist forces facing United States troops in Korea by an 
attempt to curtail copper production in this country. The individual 
with whom Mr. Matusow had the conversation was one ¢ ‘linton Jencks, 
also a witness. Mr. Jencks declined to answer questions concerning 
his Communist Party affiliation but did admit that he had been a 
member of the union only 6 months before he was a paid union official. 
Jencks refused to comment on the testimony of Mr. Matusow and 
would not admit having met Mr. Matusow. 

(7) Another union official identified as a Communist by Mr. Eckert 
was Graham Dolan. Mr. Dolan indicated that he worked on special 
assignments for four international officials of the union, including 
John Clark and Maurice Travis. Dolan, who has never worked in an 
industry organized by the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers, declined to answer questions concerning his Com- 
munist Party affiliation, The theme of Dolan’s testimony is accurately 
reflected in the following exchange: 

Question. Do you think the Soviet Union has a right to maintain espionage 
apparatuses within this country. 


(Mr. Dolan confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Do.an. I would like to claim the privilege of the fifth amendment on that 
question, sil ° 

Question o you resent the facet that the Soviet Union has or does maintain 
espir e apparatuses within the United States‘ 

Mr. DOLa I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the privilege 
aiforade me by the fifth amendmen 


(S) Other union officials who refused to answer questions concern- 
ine Communist Party afiiliations were Herman Clott. Washington 
representative: Orville Larson, international vice president; Albert 
Sk hnher, mtern itional representative ; Roderick Holmeren, assistant 
editor of the union organ; Rudolph W. Hanson, international repre 
sentative: Nathan Witt, counsel; and Jack Blackwell, union member. 


COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


It should be a matter of deep and continuing concern to all patri- 
otic citizens that the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers, which operates in an industry so vital to the security of this 
Nation, is controlled by officers who have been identified under oath 
as Communists, and will not deny their membership in the Communist 


Phe testimony is clear that the overwhelming majority of this union 
is not Communist, and the subcommittee expresses the hope that the 
rank and file of this membership will forthwith rid itself of its present 
leadership. 

The subcommittee recommends that attention be given to perfecting 
legislation similar to the bill (S. 2548) of the Eighty-second Congress 
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introduced by Senator Pat McCarran, Democrat, Nevada. This legis- 
lation should preclude a member of a Communist organization from 
holding office in or being employed by any labor organization. It 
should also permit the discharge by employers of persons who are 
members of organizations designated as subversive by the Attorney 
General of the United States. 

The subcommittee also recommends that a copy of these proceed- 
ings be transmitted to the Attom ey General fo} his consideration 
in conjunction with prosecution for perjury in connection with the 
signing of non-Communist affidavits required by the Labor Manage 


ment Relations Act of 1947 by those officers med as Communists 
by W itnesses before the subs onimilttee, 


Par McCarran, Chai 
James QO. Easrnanp. 
ArTHUR V. WATKINS. 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 6, 1952 


Unirep States SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, SUBCOMMITTEE TO 
INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL 
Securiry Act AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 230, 
Federal Building, Hon. Pat McCarran (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators McCarran and Arthur V. Watkins. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, committee counsel; Richard Arens, 
staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, professional staff member; and 
Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigator. 

The CHatrMan. The subcommittee of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the United States Senate will come to order. 

The Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary, in session here, functions under authorization of the 
United States Senate. This is an authorized meeting of the committee. 
By resolution of the full subcommittee, the members here present 
today constitute a quorum for the purposes of this hearing; in fact, 
by virtue of the committee resolution, the chairman alone would con- 
stitute such a quorum. We expect other Senators here momentarily. 

In the beginning of this session, I want to state for the record cer- 
tain facts which are, I believe, already quite well known. The Internal 
Security Subcommittee of the Senate has undertaken a number of 
inquiries dealing with matters affecting the internal security of the 
United States. It has concluded some of these investigations, and is 
continuing with others. Still other investigations are under consid- 
eration for the future. The subcommittee is careful at all times to 
act fully within the scope of its authority, an authority which is, 
candidly, very broad. 

The inquiry which the subcommittee will conduct here in Salt Lake 
City by the interrogation of witnesses under oath, and the months of 
investigation which preceded these hearings, and laid the groundwork 
for them, will be found, upon examination to come entirely within 
the jurisdiction of the subcommittee under the authority delegated to 
it by the Senate of the United States. 

I am sure most of you here today realize that the Communist world 
conspiracy constitutes a tremendous threat to a free, happy, and pros- 
perous Nation such as ours. One of the objectives of the Internal 
Security Subcommittee is to bring before the people of the United 


1 
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States the facts about the Communist Party and about what it does 
to its members, and the facts about certain Communist activities, as 
we are able to uncover them, so that the people may judge just how 
great is the danger to this country of ours from communism, We also 
seek data which will help the committee and the Senate in considering 
questions respecting the enactment of new law or the modification 
of existing legislation. The committee is charged with legislative 
oversight of the administration of the Internal Security Act of 1950, 
and has jurisdiction over other internal-security legislation. 

Let it be understood at the outset that this is not a trial, nor will 
it be conducted as a trial: neither is it an investigation of any labor 
union as such. One of our objectives will be to determine the extent, 
f any, to which Communists have subverted a great and vital section 
of American labor and a great and historically significant labor 

Phe International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers has 
a proud history, and few know better than I how much this union has 
contributed in the past to the welfare of the West. 

Now, we are going to find out, for the record, if some of the officers 


of this labor union are or have been members of the Communist 
Party: and we are going to find out if any such officers have turned 
this great union, so far as they have been able, into a vehicle for the 


propag ition of an alien philos op yhy. We are going to find out these 
things here and now and in public. 

May I say that some of these hearings must, of necessity, be held 
in executive session primarily. The executive session will have wit- 
nesses before it under oath. Those witnesses will later testify in open 
session if they have knowledge within the scope of the jurisdiction 
of the committee. 

I want to dwell in a phase of this hearing that has come to the at- 
tention of the committee this morning 

In this morning’s Tribune a half-page advertisement appears which 

‘arries out exactly the Communist line. For years now we have be- 
come acquainted with it, reviling, abusing, and vilifying the members 
of the committee. No attempt to meet the real issue is made, and 
they are only trying to vilify the members of this committee before 
the public, who might listen. If that advertisement had been taken 
from the Daily Worker, which is the mouthpiece of the Communist 
Party in America, it could not have been more significant. Ad- 
vertisements and expressions such as that published in this morning’s 
paper carry no terror to the members of this committee. We are not 
made afraid by being vilified. We believe that we have in this coun- 
try a dangerous movement seeking to soften this country up from 
within, making it unprepared for an attack from without. We know 
that there are in this country members of the Communist Party and 
those who are sympathetic to the Communist movement who are bent 
upon the destruction of our way of life and our form of government. 
The advertisement in this morning’s paper only goes to underscore 
what I am saying. 

We may discover some other interesting facts as well. We citizens 
of the United States like to afford the principal figures in any con- 
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troversial matter an opportunity to express themselves publicly. That 
is why this is a public hearing. 

This is not a witch hunt, although the Communists and those per- 
sons and publications following the Communist line probably will 
call it that, as did the advertisement in this morning’s paper. As I 
said before, this is not a trial. The committee is not trying to prove 
anything. Alk we want is to get the facts. This is, then, a public 
fact-finding inquiry. 

Witnesses will be called at the pleasure of the committee, and their 
testimony will be given under oath. Whenever it is alleged, if it 
should be alleged here. that an individual is a member of the Com 
munist Party, or sympathetic to that party, the individual so named 
will have an opportunity to be heard by this subcommittee. 

No honest man need fear the outcome of this investigation. Com 
munists may well be concerned. 

Now. before the first Witness is called, let mie \ arn all those pel Ons 
pre ent that the chairman intends to see to it that order and decorum 
ss. An effort by any person to 


these hearings will result in 


are preserved throughout these hearin 


interfere with the orderly program of 
the ejection ot that person from the heat i room, and might have 
other and further results as well. The committee is determined not 
to permit this occasion to be made the basis for any pro Communist 
demonstration, and the chairman will seek to do his duty in carrying 
out the will of the committee in that regard. 

Any witness called may, if he so elects, be accompanied by counsel. 
Counsel will not be permitted to testify unless called as a witness and 
sworn: nor will counsel be permitted to make statements for the 
record. 

A witness may consult with his counsel if he feels the need of legal 
advice; but counsel may not prompt the witness or otherwise volunteer 
unasked assistance or guidance. 

Any witness having a voluntary statement which he desires to make 
before the committee will be required under the rules to submit a copy 
of the statement in writing; and any such statement will be submitted 
to committee counsel for examination before the committee passes on 
the question of whether it will be received. All witnesses should 
understand that they are here for the purpose of answering questions 
which the committee desires to propound, and furnishing information 
which the committee seeks. No witness will be permitted to use the 
occasion of his appearance here as a sounding board for propaganda ; 
nor can the committee afford to permit its sessions to be made a forum 
for stump speeches of any variety. If any questions arise which have 
not been dealt with in this opening statement, the Chair will deal with 
them as they arise. 

Mr. Connors, you may proceed to call your first witness. First of 
all, fet me know how many are here now who are under subpenx. 

Will you kindly stand? How many here are responding to a sub- 
pena? Will you state your name? 

Mr. Witson. Homer Wilson. 

The CHairman. Is there anyone else now here responding to a 
subpena 4 
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Will you come forward, please, and be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give before 
the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the United 
States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wirson. I do. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will now go into executive session. 
All those who are not here under subpena at this time will be excluded. 
That includes the press and everyone else. 

(Whereupon, at 10:15 a. m., the committee proceeded in executive 


session. ) 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS IN VITAL 
DEFENSE INDUSTRY—INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1952 


UNtIrep STATES SENATE, 
CoMMITYEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
, ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 230, 
Federal Building, Hon. Pat McCarran (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators McCarran and Watkins. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, committee counsel; Richard Arens, 
staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, professional staff member; and 
Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigator. 

The Cyairman. The committee will come to order. You may 
proceed. 

Mr. Connors. The first witness this morning, Mr. Chairman, is Dr. 
J. B. Matthews. 

The Cuarrman. Let me say, before we engage in this hearing, that 
questions have been propounded to the chairman as to whether or not 
pictures will be permitted. No pictures will be permitted to be taken 
during the course of a witness’ testimony. If the press wants to take 
the picture of a witness, they must do it with his or her consent, and 
they must do it before he testifies, not during the testimony. No 
pictures will be taken in the room during the testimony of any one 
witness. Any pictures that are desired may be taken before the witness 
begins to testify. 

» TESTIMONY OF J. B. MATTHEWS, NEW YORK CITY, N. Y. 


The CuatrMan. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the United States Senate will be the truth. the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Marruews. I do. 

The Cuatrman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Marriurws. My name is J. B. Matthews. My residence is New 
York City. Iam engaged in research on the subject of communism 
in a broad sense. 

The Ciaran. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 





COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 





Mr. Connors. What has been your education, Dr. Matthews 4 

Mr. Marruews. My major subject of study through undergraduate 
and postgraduate days was oriental languages, in the course of which I 
picked up a few university degrees. 

Mr. Connors. Since the completion of your formal education, W 
has hee} yo ir oee ups wion 

Mr. Marruews. For a little more than 6 years I was a teacher and 
writer in the Far East, from 1915 to 1921. Subsequent to that Twas a 
professor of oriental languages ina number of colleges and universities, 
until the early 1930’s, when I beeame an editor of a consumers 
publication 
ce 1954 1 have been engaged exclusively in the study of com 
munism, 6 years of which I spent as research director for the House 
Committee on Un-American Actin ities of the United States Congress. 

Mr. Connors. Over the course of your emp ovment and researches 
into the question oft communism, have you become familiar with 
numerous figures in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Marruzws. As a research student; ves. 

Mr. CONNORS. And have you become familiar with eertam policies. 
plans, and procedures laid down and followed by the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Marrnuews. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Dr. Matthews, with respect to the general back 
eround of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 
ers, What observations have you to make ? 

Mr. Marruews. In 1939, as part of mv duties as a research director 
for the House Committee on Un-American Activities for the United 
States Congress, there was the study of this and other Communist- 
dominated unions. It was in the 1939 report that the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers was listed by the House 
committee as a Communist-dominated union. Ten years later the 
CIO acted, somewhat belatedly, upon the findings of the House com 
mittee, and expelled this union from its membership. 

Mr. CONNORS. Dr. Matthews, how cloes a labor union come to be 
classified or labeled as a Communist-dominated union? Will you 
explain to the committee what must take place before a union can be 
so labeled ? 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. To put it as briefly as possible, if a union in 
its publications and policies parallels the known line of - Commu- 
nist Party as set down in the publications and activities of the party, 
and if the leadership of the union is demonstrably subservient to the 
policies and principles of the Communist Party, we arrive at the con 
clusion that the union is Communist-dominated. They are general 
conclusions which, of course, must be supported by a preponderance 
of evidence. 

Mr. Connors. Now, is it possible for a labor union to follow an inde- 
pendent policy which might coincide very frequently with that policy 
followed by the Communist P arty and still there be no Communists 
in the labor union ? 

Mr. Marruews. There are questions, undoubtedly, on which Com- 
munists and non-Communists may find themselves at times in agree- 
ment. There are also instances in which a labor union might very well 
find itself paralleling the Communist Party line, but when detail after 
detail, extending to a vast volume of instances, exist, showing that the 


hat 
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line of the union parallels the line of the Communist Party, the con 
clusion is inescapable that there is a domination of the union by the 
Communist line. I could give you one illustration. There are Com- 
munists and hnoh Commun sts who have been vociferously opposed to 
the so-called Taft Hartley Act. If that and a few other details of 
policy happen to be the same in the publication s of the union and the 
Communist Party, one could not safely draw the conclusion that the 
union is Communist-domin ited, but where there are scores and hun- 
clreds of Instances ot parallel policy, and at the Same time no devia 
tions of the union p icy from the pol Cy of the Communist Party, then, 
as I Say, the conelusion is ines apable that the union 1s Communist 
dominated. 

Mr. Connors. Dr. Matthews, action follows bein 
wonder if, before a union can be labeled as Comm hist dominated, it 
isn'ta prerequisite that there be Communists in the top echelon of that 
union, Communists in control spots in the union 4 

Mr. Marruews. | would say that, so far as the larger number of 
key officials is concerned, they must be Communists, in order for the 


r so to speak. I 


‘ 
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union to be Communist-dominated. It has sometimes happened that 
the president of an international union has been a figurehead for 
Communists, and I think you have illustrations of that in the case 
of R. J. Thomas, who was for years president of the United Auto- 
mobile Workers. I don’t think anybody has ever alleged that Thomas 
was himself a member of the Communist Party, but his secretary- 
treasurer, George Addes, was well known to be a member of the 
Communist Party, and other top officials ot that union were members 
of the Communist Party until the housecleaning took place in 1946. 

Senator Warkins. May Task a question at this point ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Senator Warktins. Is it not possible that, even though the heads 
of a union would not be card-carrying Communists, there could be 
2 domination from the outside and have, for instance, stooges on the 
boards in control, and still have it Communist-dominate without 
having an actual Communist in the union at all? 

Mr. Marrurws. Now, you have raised the question of card-carry 
Communists and non-card carrving Communists. 

Senator Watrkrins. I am interested in that. 

Mr. Marrurws. Yes. And we have an illustration of that in the 
case of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

The secretary-treasurer of the union. Maurice Travis. was admit 





tedly a card-carrying member of the Communist Party. 

In order to comply with the provislo sof the Taft Hartley \ct, 
he formally resioned his membership 1) the ¢ ommunist Party. I 
do not interpret that to mean that he ceased to be a Communist. He 
simply complied formally with the statute, and I think there are 
numerous illustrations of that sort where leaders of organizations, 
including unions, have unquestionably been subservient to the Com 
munist Party, have taken what is called discipline from the Commu- 
nist Party but, at that same time, have not been formally registered 
as members of the party, not dues paying members, not card carrying 
members. 

The CuHarrman. As a matter of fact, the Communist Party some 
time ago discontinued the issuance of cards. 
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Mr. Marruews. That is correct. According to Mr, J. Edgar Hoo- 
ver, that was discontinued approximately 3 years ago, but even prior 
to that time it was often considered strategic for an important Com- 
munist not to be a card-carrying member of the party. 

Senator Warkins. Of course, the mere dropping of the « rard-carry- 
ing capacity in which he was in, or even disassociating himself for- 
mally from the Communist Party, did not necessarily change any of 
his views or activities. 

Mr. Marruews. I think not, and I think that is illustrated in the 
case of Mr. Travis, the secretary-treasurer of the union with which 
we are concerned here today. 

Mr. Connors. You referred to the Taft-Hartley Act as probably 
being the cause for the change. Do you know to what extent that has 
operated in that direction ? 

Mr. Marruews. I know that Mr. Travis’ letter of resignation 
specifically was based upon the provision of the Taft-Hartley Act. 
He announced publicly that he resigned from his Communist Party 
membership in order to comply with the Taft-Hartley Act, so that 
the union might be recognized as a bargaining agency by the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

The CuarrMan. It was not a renunciation of the Communist line 
on his part / 

Mr. Marrnews. In fact, it was, as I read the letter of resignation, a 
renewal of allegiance to the Communist Party line, but a formal resig- 
nation from party membership. 

Senator Watkins. Do you happen to have a copy of that letter, or 
do you have it from another source? 

Mr. Connors. We have.it from another source. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anyone present now who has been sub- 
penaed as a witness before this committee ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I have, Senator. 

The Cnairman. You testified yesterday; did you not? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. If anyone comes in who has been subpenaed as a 
witness, if the marshal knows him, I would like to be notified, so that 
he may be sworn and put under the rule. The witnesses will have to 
leave the room. 

I am sorry to interrupt. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Dr. Matthews, have you had occasion to examine the 
policies and the background of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Marrnews. Yes; for a period of approximately 14 years. 

Mr. Connors. Have you had occasion to examine the background 
and the activities of those individuals who are the principal officers 
in the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Marrurws. I have, for approximately the same length of time. 

Mr. Connors. And at what conclusions have you arrived as a result 
of these examinations ¢ 

Mr. Marrurews. My conclusions are, first, that the policies of the 
union parallel the policies of the Communist Party, that that fact 
is evidenced by the publications of the union itself, and the similar ity 
of those publications with the publications of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Connors. Have you been able to eliminate the possibility of an 
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accidental coincidence between the Communist Party views and the 
views of the labor union? 

Mr. Marrnews. In my own opinion, I have been able to eliminate 
that entirely. 

Mr. Connors. And what conclusions have you reached, as a result 
of the examination of the activities, speech, and attitude of those in- 
dividuals, who are officers of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Marruews. The larger number of top officials of the union 
have a record of collaboration with Communist enterprises which, in 
my opinion, could not be accidental. 

Mr. Connors. Doctor, would you develop in your own way and at 
your owl pace whatever in formati on you have with respect to the 
Communist infiltration or the following of the Communist Party 
line by the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Marrnews. Yes, Mr. Connors. 

I will take up first the question of the union as a whole, and the 
evidence which exists to indicate that the union, either through in- 
dividual officers or through its publications, has been committed to 
Communist enterprises. The evidence, in the very nature of the case, 
is cumulative in its effect. 

For example, the Abraham Lincoln School was for years the Com- 
munist Party training school in the city of Chicago. It has been so 
cited by Attorney General Tom Clark. Two prominent leaders of 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were 
members of the faculty of this Communist Party training school in 
Chicago. I have here a photostatic copy of a part of the catalog of 
the Abraham Lincoln School for the fall session of 1943. On page 25, 
Al Skinner is listed as an instructor in this Communist Party training 
school. Al Skinner is a top official of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. He is an international representative from this very 
district ; is he not, Dr. Matthews? 

Mr. Matrnuews. That is correct. 

Senator Watkins. A representative of what ? 

Mr. Connors. Of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers. 

Senator Warktins. In other words, he is an official of that group 
now ¢ 

Mr. Marruews. That is correct, and I think it would be safe to 
say that, of the top 50 officials of the union, certainly Mr. Skinner 
would be among those. 

The same catalog of the Abraham Lincoln School for the fall session 
of 1943, on page 23, lists Roderick B. Holmgren, H-o-l-m-g-r-e-n, as 
an instructor. Mr. Holmgren is editor of the paper of the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. The title of the 
paper is “The Union.” 

I have these arranged alphabetically, and not in accordance with 
their descending or ascending importance. I come next to the Ameri- 
can Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, the oldest extant 
Communist organization in the United States as of today, having 
been organized in 1925. 
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rh s organization has also been cited as subversive and Communist 
by the Attorney General. 

“On its board of directors I find the name of Albert Pezzati, who 
] istern regional director and an executive board member ot the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Lhro oh his coll tboration with this Communist organization, the 
union to a certain extent 1s committed to an enterprise of the Com- 
munist Party. Albert Pezzati was a sponsor of the American Com- 
mittee To Save Refugees. a Communist-front organization cited as 
such by the House Committee on Un-American Activities and by the 
lifornia Committee on Un-American Activities. 
he Crarmman,. Did that also fall under the citation by the At- 
lt eC \ General / 

Mr. Marrurws. No. The Attorney General did not list that par- 





ticular organization. senator, | should like to point out that there 
ive far more omissions from the Attorney General’s list than there 
are inclusions. In the course of the history of Communist-front or 
on ittions, there have been at least 2.500 such Communist enter- 


mises, and a bare 100 of those have ever been listed by the Attorney 
(re) Cl il. 

\Lr. Connors. Dr. Matthews, what do you mean ¢ xactly by the term 
“Communist enterprise” ¢ 

Mr. Marrnews. Well, the Communist Party has numerous enter- 
prises. First of all, there is the party itself. Then there are definite 
auxiliaries of the party which have no element of concealment about 
them, such as the International Workers Order, which was a fraternal 
insurance organization, under the direct, open, conceded control of the 
arty. 

The Communist Party also has what we call front organizations, 
n which the control of the party is concealed from the public, but 
easily ascertainable to those who want to take the trouble to examine 
nto the personnel and policies of the organization. ] call such a 
Communist-front organization a Communist enterprise. 
In some eases these Communist-front organizations are more im- 


Communist 


portant Communist enterprises than some of the direct auxiliaries. 

I could give vou one illustration of that: The Labor Youth League 

a relatively m ll-vo ith organization, which certainly could be clas- 

fied as a Communist Party auxiliary. On the other hand. the Civil 
Rig Congress is a tremendously influential money-raising organ- 
zation which comes under the | ending of “Communist fronts.” and 
[ think it is said to be more important than the Labor Youth League. 

In addition to these, of course, the Communist Party has enterprises 
‘f publishing and other business enterprises. 

Senator Warkins. May L ask a question about that ? 

Is that in anv way connected with the Civil Liberties Union ? 

Mr. Marriews. Not formally. 

Senator Warkins. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Marrxarws. I mean that the policies of the American Civil 
Liberties Union and the policies of the Civil Rights Congress some- 
times overlap and parallel each other. The American Civil Liberties 
Union is not a Communist-dominated organization, in my opinion, 
if I may be entitled to an expert opinion on the subject. The Civil 
Rights Congress is completely controlled by the Communist Party. 

Senator Watkins. I wanted to bring out that distinction, because 


J 
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sometimes in the public mind they are associated together, because 
of the simil: arity of the announced purpose. 

Mr. Marrnews. And I think I ought to say that the American Civil 
Liberties Union has expended a vast deal of its energies over the past 
35 years in sup porting and defending Communists, even though it is 
not definitely a Communist-controlled organization. 

Senator Warxrns. Would you draw any conclusion from that state- 
ment you have just made? 

Mr. Marrnews. The conclusion I would draw is that the adminis- 
tration of the American Civil Liberties Union has been somewhat 
muddleheaded, and has taken the view that civil liberties are essen- 
tially bound up with the defense of Communists. They have never 
taken any such position with respect to a lot of other civil liberties. 
Where Communists defy civil liberties, the American Civil Liberties 
Union has not been so much interested. 

Senator Warkrns. In other words, they have not displayed so much 
fight against Communists where they have invaded the rights and civil 
liberties of other people ? 

Mr. Marrirews. That is it exactly. That approaches a long history. 
It is a history of 35 years, and on e that could stand a lot of probing. 

Senator Warkins. The reason I asked the question was that we 
had some members of the Civil Liberties Union before one of our 
Interior committees on the question of rights ot Indians to counsel, 
and we were investigating attorneys” contracts with the Indians. That 
whole question was under probe, and I remember they came in and 
they were very vehement in their denial that they were in any way 
Communist-connected or that they had Communist ee or 
that they had done anything particularly for the Communists 

Mr. Marriews. Well. the record would dispute that. 

Senator Warkrins. I wanted to make it clear that they are not the 
same organization; they are two distinct organizations. 

Mr. Marruews. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. Dr. Matthews, vou used the term “Communist en- 
terprise.” I take it that what you mean by that is a Communist activ- 
ity for the purpose of promulgating and stren; ethening communism 
in some particular segment of the population of this country 

Mr. Marruews. That is an excellent definition, Senator, of what I 
mean by a Communist enterprise. It does not necessarily imply Com- 
munist Party membership. It means an enterprise to spread to some 
degree, not necessarily to a complete Communist program, but to 
spread to some degree Communist influence in the population. 

The CuarrMan. Then the ultimate objective of all of these enter- 
prises is to communize the United States ? 

Mr. Marrurews. That is correct. 

The CuatmMan. Thus, to bring it under the Communist domination 
of the world. 

Mr. Marruews. That is correct; and, in pursuing that objective of 
complete communization of this country and the world, the Commu- 
nist Party considers the Communist-front organization as an essential 
and indispensable instrument to achieve its purpose. 

Mr. Connors. Dr. Matthews, is it not true that various Communist 
enterprises might be formed to carry out only one objective, and then 
be disbanded after that objective has been attained ? 
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Mr. Marru: . That is correct. Some of these enterprises exist 
for a matter of iz ays, some for weeks, some for months, and some for 
years. Some confine themselves to a single ad hoe objective, and others 


saad broad in scope. Now, in the fall of 1949, one of the major Commu- 
nist gatherings in the Western Hemisphere was known as the Ameri- 
can Continental C ongress for World Peace. 

This congress was "heh lin Mexico City from September 5 to Sep- 
tember 10, 1949. On a small board governing this American Conti- 
nental Congress for World Peace was John Clark, the international 
president of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

To indicate something of the persons with whom John Clark col- 
laborated in this Communist enterprise, I cite the fact that the main 
figure at the gathering was Paul Robeson. 

Senator Warkins. Is it Jack Clark or John Clark? 

Mr. Marruews. I think he is sometimes known as Jack, but I know 
him only as John. 

Senator Warkins. Is he now an official of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Marruews. He is the president. 

Senator Warkins. At the present time / 

Mr. Marrnews. At the present time. 

The Cuarrman. He is the gentleman who gave the interview to the 
Salt Lake City Tribune of this morning, in which he said the chair- 
man was “running home like a baby,” among other things. 

Senator Warkins. Did you want an answer to that ? 

The Cnamrman. No; he just might know that the baby is still here. 

Mr. Marrurews. I saw the paper, Senator. 

Senator Warkrins. I'd say a very vigorous baby, at that. 

Mr. Marrnuews. I would like to underline this fact : That the Ameri- 
ean Continental Congress for World Peace was one of the major 
Communist enterprises in the Western Hemisphere during this period 
of the so-called peace offensive directed from Moscow. 

Mr. Connors. Does that enterprise advance the cause of organized 
labor in any way? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Not as I understand the interests of organized 
labor. It did not in any way advance the interests of organized labor. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Would the chairman permit a question at this 
point ¢ 

The CrratrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Marrirews. Incidentally, that photostat is taken from the 
Daily Worker. 

Mr. Sourwine. In respect to this organization that you speak of 
which had to do with the peace offensive, without going into the 
question of your personal conclusions at all, can you tell us of your 
knowledge whether that organization had any stated objectives, pecu- 
liarly concerned with labor or with the labor movement ? 

Mr. Marruews. The so-called Communist Peace Offensive included 
approximately a dozen different organizations. 

Mr. Sourwine. We are talking now about a particular organiza- 
tion to which Mr. Clark belongs. 

Mr. Marrnuews. Oh, this American Continental Congress for World 
Peace? 


Mr. Sourwtne. That is right. 
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Mr. Marruews. Its stated objectives, I think you will find uni- 
formly are represented as supporting the interests of labor by this 
method: That the avoidance of war is in the interests of labor. 

Mr. Sourwine. The avoidance of war is in the interests of all. 

Mr. Marruews. Yes; but I am speaking now of the stated objective 
of the Communist enterprise. 

Mr. Sourwtne. What I am trying to get at is whether you know 
of any stated objective of this organization which was peculiar to the 
advantage of labor or especially tc the advantage of labor. 

Mr. Marruews. No; I do not. 

Mr. Connors. Were there representations in this organization from 
A. F. of L. or C1O, this American Continental Congress for World 
Peave ? 

Mr. Marriuews. I do not see the name of any representative of 
the American Federation of Labor, but it is true. Mr. Connors. that 
here and there you will find an official of the American Federation 
of Labor who is a Communist. One example is Louis Weinstock, 
who is now behind prison bars, as 1 of the 11 Communist leaders 
convicted under the Smith Act for conspiracy to overthrow the United 
States Government by force and violence. He was an official of the 
American Federation of Labor. 

The American Federation of Labor is not wholly devoid of Com- 
munists. Neither is any other organization of any large numerical 
strength. 

Senator Warkrns. As a matter of fact, they make it their business 
to infiltrate over the object ives of these other organizat ions. 

Mr. Marrnews. Not only that; they also infiltrate some of the 
churches and some of the universities as well as labor unions. 

Senator Warkrns. And the Government itself, as well. 

Mr. Marruews. Now and then; yes. I was trying to glance quickly 
here to see if by any chance I recognize a member of the American 
Iederation of Labor, but I do not. Clergymen and professors are 
on this list. Incidentally, the date of the photostat is July 29, 1949. 
This is page 5 from the Daily Worker. 

Senator Warkins. You are talking about the Daily Worker, pub- 
lished in New York? 

Mr. Marriews. Yes. 

Senator Warkrns. And that is the official organ of the Communist 
Party in the State of New York? 

Mr. Marriews. That depends on what you mean by the word “offi- 
cial.” It does not claim to be the official organ, but it is. It is the 
mouthpiece of the Communist Party. There was a period of many 
years when the masthead of the public: ation bore the designation 
“Official Organ of the Communist Party of the United States, Section 
of the Communist International,” but that was dropped around the 
year 1942, and since then it has been somewhat camouflaged. 

The CHamman. That was dropped for camouflage purposes, was 
it not? 

Mr. Matruews. Precisely. It was dropped at the time of the fraud- 
ulent dissolution of the Communist International in ae 1942, when 
Stalin undertook to appease the American public by formally, but 
ree actually, dissolving the Communist Intern: snes T have here 

1 photostat of the American Labor Party showing that a member 
of the State executive committee of the American Labor Party, whose 
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nembership Is confined to New York State, is one Joseph Scioli. who 
is an international representative of the International Union of the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. I may point out that the State 
chairman of the American Labor Party is Mr. Vito Marcantonio, that 
in the primaries of March 1944, the Communist Party, under the 
leadership of Vito Marcantonio, completely captured the American 
Labor Party, and it can accurately and properly be classed today as a 
front of the Communist Party. 

Senator Warkrxs. The Communist Party is still an official party 
n New York? 

Mr. Marriukrws. Yes. 

Senator Warkins. Does it have a place on the ballot ? 

Mr. Marrigws. Not this year. This year the Communist Party 
vill be camouflaged as it was in 1948. under the name of Progressive 
Party. We will come to that if we have time, Senator, because it 1s 
important with respect to the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Wor kers. 

Mr. Henry A. Wallace was the captive of the Communist Party, to 
us the current expression, under the title ot the Progressive Party. 
This vear the candidate for the presidency is Vincent Hallinan, 
recently releas a from any or contempt of court, because of his court 


room behavior in the ea f Harry Bridges. 
One of the coueniiidinnn functioning currently as a front of the 
Communist Party is known as the American Peace Crusade. This 1s 


a part of that Communist peace otfensive of which I spoke a few 
moments ago. 

! have a number of photostatic exhibits showing the support given 
tothe American Peace Crusade by leaders of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

In the publication The Union, of March 26, 1951, there appears a 
letter from one Verne Curtis, international representative of the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, at Magna, Utah. 
This letter is a denunciation of the distinguished Senator from Utah, 
Senator Wallace Bennett, and, among other things, the letter indulges 
in well-known Communist Party jargon by saying, “If memory serves 
me Corre tly, those were the very me tthods used by Mussolinv’ S Bl: ac kk 
Shirts and Hitler’s Gestapo. Is this the kind of government and law 
that you want to foist on the American people?” 

This is a letter addressed to Senator Bennett from this interna- 
tional representative of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Che letter goes on to say that “Many of the world’s greatest men 
were vilified and sentenced to death because they, too, advocated 
pei ace 

The n, as is not unusual, the author of the letter hides behind the 
skirts of Christ, and Socrates, and in other instances behind the skirts 

Tom Payne, Thomas Jefferson, and Abraham Lincoln. 

Senator Warkins. What you have been reading from is what? 

Mr. Marrnews. That is the official publication of the union and the 
title of the publication is The Union. 

Mr. Sourwine. What union, Doctor ? 

Mr. Marriuews. The International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers. The letter is in defense of the American Peace 
Crusade, the organization with which I now wish to deal here. 
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On the same photostatic exhibit you will find the name of Maurice 
Travis in the left-hand column, underlined in red, Senator, indicating 
that Mr. Travis is involved in this American Peace Crusade. 

Senator Warkrtns. I read from the reference you made: 

Dr. Morrison announced that the sponsors, including Mine-Mill Secretary- 
Treasurer M. E. Travis, had made plans for a Nation-wide congress in Chicago 
on June 1 and 2. 

Mr. Marruews. That is correct, and I would like to point out that 
the Dr. Morrison referred to is Dr. Philip Morrison, atomic scientist, 
who worked on the Los Alamos project. He is a professor of nue lear 
physics at Cornell University and has one of the most incriminating 
ae Communist records in the entire academic world. Professor Mor- 

rison is curre ntly active in this entire Communist-front movement. 

Senator Warktns. You would not say that he is now employed in 
any way with the Atomic Energy Commission, would you 

Mr. Marrurws. No. He is a nuclear pliysics professor at Cornell 
University. 

Senator W ATKINS. Has he ever been employed by the Atomic Energy 
Commission ¢ 

Mr. Marruews. He is credited with being one of the half a dozen 
men who made the atomic bomb, and so credited by the Atomic Energy 
Commission. 

Senator Watkins. How recent a time was that credit given to him? 

Mr. Marruews. Some yearsago. I wouldn't want to trust my mem- 
ory absolutely, but I would say 1947. He was at Los Alamos. 

Senator Warkins. You talk about his record. Does that record 
include Communist activities actually, while he was serving as an 
employee of the Atomic Energy Commission 4 

Mr. Marruews. That I would not be ina posit onto say, but I would 
certainly be ina position to say that subseque nt to his service on the 
Manhattan Project he has been one of the outstanding men in the 
academic world identified with the Communist movement. 

Senator Warktns. Is he now a faculty member at Cornell Uni- 
versity ¢ 

Mr. Marriews. Oh, yes; he is a member of the faculty there. His 
record is well known to another of your task forces of the Internal 
Security Subcommittee. 

Senator Warkins. What would that indieate? 

Mr. Matrruews. Senator, | don't wish to be facetious or understood 
to be facetious, but it indicates primar ily that eagtine Is —— known 
as academic freedom unde r the euise of which a verv large number of 
our colleges and unive rsitie s permi it the employn it of men who are 
subversive in their activities with respect to * i an institutions. 
This is done in the name of academic freedom. 

Senator Warkins. Since you referred to him I was rather curious 
to know what his status is, and if there is anything in the fact that 
Cornell University board of trustees apparently retains him as a fac- 
ulty member. Woul!d that indicate, for instance, that probably the 
story about him being Communist is not believed by the board « 
trustees ? 

Mr. Marruews. The board of trustees of Cornell University. I can 
assure you from first-hand knowledge, has been fully apprised of the 
pro-Communist activities of Prof. Philip Morrison, and like prac- 
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tically all the other colleges and universities in the country, has taker 
no steps with respect to him. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The Senator asked a about what the board of 
trustees of Cornell University believed in. As a matter of fact, you 
have no way of knowing what they believe. 

Mr. Marrnews. No. All I know is that they have been apprised of 
the fact and have not taken any steps. 

Senator Warktns. I probably asked the question improperly, and 
used the wrong words, but what I was trying to find out was: If he 
has, as you say, an incriminating record as far as communism is con- 
cerned, what would the Board’s action indicate, by retaining him 
there? In other words would it not indicate that they do not believe 
that? That is what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. Marrnews. I don’t think that is what it indicates. I think 
it indicates that numerous boards of trustees accept the doctrine of 
academic freedom to mean that Communists may properly be em- 
ployed as instructors, or professors in their institutions. Only one 
institution in the entire United States, namely, the University of 
Washington at Seattle, has taken any effective steps to remove Com- 
munists from its faculty: and there are some hundreds, if not thou- 
sands, of cases, more or less comparable to the case of Prof. Philip 
Morrison. 

I mentioned a moment ago the American Continental Congress for 
World Peace which was held in Mexico City from September 5 to 
September 10, 1949. One of the leaders of that gathering, which was 
denounced as a Communist gathering by the State Department, was 
Prof. Linus Pauling, of the California Institute of Technology, also 
an atomic scientist, and whose record has been spread publicly before 
the country a number of times in recent years, but he is still a member 
of the faculty in good standing. 

Senator Watkrns. Could it not be possible he has been deceived ? 

Mr. Marrnews. That Professor Pauling has been deceived ? 

Senater Warkrns. Yes; that he was in favor of peace, but not 
necessarily in favor of communism? I am not arguing that he was, 
but I am asking the question. 

Mr. Marrnews. I would have to let his record speak for itself, 
without attempting to probe his motives, and I am sure that you 
understand. 

Senator Warkrns. I realize that. I am asking for some general 
conclusions which are probably not quite proper ‘for me to ask. 

Mr. Marruews. Let me say this, Senator. It often happens that 
persons innocent of any sinister or subversive intent get themselves 
affiliated with one, two, three, or even four Communist enterprises 
or Communist-front ae but when a person becomes affili- 
ated not with three or four, but with three or four score of such 
organizations, year in aa year out, then I draw a different conclu- 
sion, and in the eases of Professors Morrison and Pauling, the latter 
applies. Their affiliations number in the scores, and have been of 
such a character as to be more than casual or more than accidental, 
on the surface of things. 

Senator Warkins. Has the information that you have gathered 
heen conveyed to the security officers of the Atomic Energy 
Commission ? 
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Mr. Marruews. Yes; it has. I can say that from first-hand 
knowledge. 

Senator Warxrns. I thought possibly by reason of your employ- 
ment with the Un-American Activities Committee of the House, that 
this information was learned and passed on to the proper security 
officers in the Government in the various commissions, and that is a 
fact ¢ 

Mr. Marrnews. Yes; it has been. 

The Cuarrman. Let me interrupt you there, Doctor. You dwell on 
innocent people joining Communist-front organizations, that is, they 
may join two, three, or four, or lend their names to two, three, or four, 
but when they join scores, then you begin to form a different con- 
clusion. However, into that there must come necessarily for a definite 
conclusion the activity of the particular fronts to which they lend 
their membership. 

In other words, one may lend his membership to a Communist front 
and then forget about it and pay no attention to the activity of the 
front itself. He may still remain an innocent person. He might join 
a number, but, if he becomes cognizant of the activity of the front 
and sees its activity along communistic lines, then he is certainly 
chargeable. 

Mr. Matrnuews. That is correct, and I think, Senator, that even 
where innocence is established, some degree of social responsibility 
should attach to all of our actions. If we innocently affiliate ourselves 
with a pro-Nazi organization, we are not going to be excused for hav- 
ing done so simply on the grounds of our innocence. I don’t want to 
drag this out at undue length, but I think I should make this observa- 
tion : that the matter is not determined stric tly on a quantitative basis; 
there are qualitative considerations entering into this picture. 

A man may have been in only three or four fronts, but in such a 
way and engaged in activities of such a character as to be more in- 
criminating for him that another person who has been in a score or 
more. It is a well-known fact that there are individuals who like 
nothing better, it seems, than to see their names on a letterhead, and 
without sinister or subversive design, they lend their names time and 
time again, just to see them on the letterhead. 

Senator Watkins. Then we have some people who lend their name 
to all these causes, like Judy Holliday. 

Mr. MatrHews. Yes, but if you will excuse me, I will not at this 
time go into the case of Judy Holliday, because that is a long story 
and I have some very definite things to say about that that probably 
would be irrelevant to miners and smelters. 

Senator Warkrns. Of course, our investigation is broader than just 
looking after miners or union people. Anything that throws light on 
some other activity that concerns the work of this committee, I am 
always, as one member of the committee, anxious to get the material. 

I merely referred to this case of Judy Holliday for the reason that 
she was just a sympathic person, and I am wondering if some of these 
union a and others could not have been just sy mpathetic for good 


causes. She said when anybody came along and asked her to he Ip i in 


what seemed to be an underdog case, she was also an underdog, 


and gave them money. 
Mr. Matrnews. She described herself as a dumb blonde in the 


hearings, recently. 
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Senator Watxrns. I wouldn’t consider her to be just dumb. 

Mr. Marruews. I can state this for the record: That few young 
women in the United States have grown up from the earliest infancy 
in a home and family more politically conscious of the Communist- 
Socialist issues, than Judy Holliday. In fact, for a generation, her 
family has been split wide open, the one faction being Communist 
and the other Socialist, and when I say “Communist” I mean member- 
ship in the Communist Party. Miss Holliday definitely elected to cast 
her lot for a number of years with the Communist faction of the 
Tuvim family. 

The Cuarrman, I think we are getting a little off the pace. 

Mr. Connors. Would you continue to deve lop} your information with 
respect to the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Marrnuews. I have two letterheads of the American Peace Cru- 
sade, one dated September 7, 1951, listing Albert Pezzati and Maurice 
Travis as national sponsors of the ore: nization. 

I have other photostats of the same import, which I will not take your 
time to go into. 

The American People’s Congress and Exposition for Peace was held 
in Chicago on June 29 to July 1, 1951. This has been cited by the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities as a part of the Com- 
munist Peace Offensive. 

The publication of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers for June 18, 1951, gives its support to the gathering 
and ona leaflet of the American People’s Congress and Exposition for 
Peace there appears the name of Clinton E. Jencks, J-e-n-c-k-s, as one 
of a doze n initial sponsors of the eathering. 

Mr. Connors. Clinton E. Jencks is a representative for the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in the New Mexico 
area, is he not? 

Mr. Marrnews. That is correct. I believe the headquarters are at 
Carlsbad or Denver. 

The CratremMan. Silver City. 

Mr. Marruews. The American Russian Institute was a Communist- 
front enterprise cited as such by the Attorney General. 

The Union—that is the official publication of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers—for Apr i] 21, 1952, has a 
plug for the American Russian Institute, announcing the circulation 
of a friendship book which will include messages from the American 
public to the citizens of the U. S. S. R. An amnesty rally for the 
so-called Smith Act victims was held in June of 1952 and received 
front-page publicity in the Daily Worker, which is often a key to the 
Communist character of such an occ asion, and listed as a speaker at this 
rally, which took place in St. Nicholas Arena in New York City, 
attended by 199 delegates ca all over the United States, is William 
Jackson, International Representative of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers U nion. 

Mr. Connors. Doctor, who were these so-called Smith Act victims? 

Mr. Marriews. The Smith Act victims originally were the eleven 
Communist Party members of the Communist Party Politburo who are 
now serving prison terms. 

Mr. Connors. Those individuals were the top cream of the American 
Communist Party, were they not ? 
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Mr. Marrnuews. That is correct, and since their conviction, there 
have been some thirty other convictions, under the Alien Registration 
Act of 1940, popularly known as the Smith Act. 

Mr. Connors. And your testimony in the last few minutes is to the 
effect that an international representative of the International Union 
of Mine. Mill. and Smelter Workers interceded in behalf of the 11 
top members of the ¢ Communist Party at their trial under the Smith 
Act? 

Mr. Marrnews. Not at their trial, but subsequent to their trial, in a 
rally, demanding amnesty for the convicted me mbers of the Polithure. 

The Cnarrman. After the trial and after their conviction 

Mr. Marruews. That is correct. I could give you numerous illus- 
trations of the parallel between the Communist Party’s numerous 
attacks on the FBI and identical or similar attacks by the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Senator Warkins. Do they follow the same pattern ? 

Mr. Marruews. They follow the same pattern, Senator. 

I — before me a photostat from the Union, of January 1, 1951, 
page 4 . pluggn 1g the book of Max Lowenthal on the I ederal Bureau 
of Investigati on, and the headline says, “Expose FBI as antilabor 
agency.” If rout time and patience permitted I could give you a 
hundred illustrations of how the Union's line parallels the Communist 
Party line on this particular book. 

Senator Warkins. That photo tat you had in your hand isa photo- 
stat of what? 

Mr. Marrnews. The Union. Do you want me to repeat each time, 
‘This is the official pubhi ‘ation of the International Union of Min 
Mill, and Smelter Workers” ? 

Senator Warxtns. No. We understand when vou refer to “the 
Union” vou are talking al ut the official mab cation. 


Mr. Marrnews. That is right. 


Senator Warkins. And 1f it is any different, you will so indicate? 

Mr. Marrnews. That is correct. — 

Mr. Con» ORS, Dr. Matthews, among the materi il you hay i] front 
of you have you any information with respect to Graham Dolan ? 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. ; 

Mr. Connors. Will you identify Graham Dolan, please? 

Mr. Marrnuews. Graham Dolan is research director—I don’t know 
the exact title—of the International Uni m of Mine, Mill, and Smelte1 
Workers, and in June of 1950 a Communist-controlled gathering 
known as the N: tl ional Trade Union Confer hee ‘or N Oro R ohts is 
held in the e itv of Chicago and Graham Dolan is reported in the 


U vesbngl > ine 19, 1950, page S,as a delegate to this ¢ ommunist gather 
ing. Perhaps more significant is the fact that Graham Dolan was a 
member of the national committee of the International Labor Defense. 
The Internation: ! Labor Defense was described by Attorney General 
Francis Biddle as the legal arm of the Communist Party. It was 


sub sequently cited by Attorney General Clark as Communist and 
subversive. 

In 1946 it was merged in the now existing Civil Rights Congress. 
through a merger with 1 he National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties. The fact that Graham Dolan was a member of the Inter- 
national Committee along with numerous avowed members of the 


; 


Communist Party, I think, gives you an illustration, not of guilt by 
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association, but is significant of collaboration with a well-known Com- 
munist enterprise. The president was Vito Marcantonio, the vice 
president, Dr. Doxey Wilkerson, who is on trial under the Smith 
Act in Foley Square at the present time, and I could give you other 
names here of outstanding party members. 

Mr. Connors. Have you information, Doctor, with respect to Jack 
Blackwell ? 

Mr. Marrnews. While I am finding that, Mr. Connors, may I take 
the liberty of saying that the line of evidence which I was submitting 
is so interminable that I know you simply couldn’t for your record. 
include it all. It could ¢ go on for weeks, liter ally weeks, because I 
have made an analysis covering 14 years of this publication, and there 
are literally thousands and thousands of instances where the line of 
the publication of the official paper of the union paralleled the line 
of the Communist Party, and never once have I been able to discover 
a deviation from the Communist Party line. With that as a general 
conclusion, I think that may fulfill the import of my testimony on that 
unless you want to come back to it. 

Mr. Connors. Apropos of that, is it not a fact that there was a 
certain period in the history of the Communist Party where the party 
sought to set up its own labor organizations, its own laber unions 4 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. In your judgment, is the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelters in respect to its origin at such a point in the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Marriurews. No; and I will be just as brief as possible on that. 

In the late 1920’s and early thirties, under the le: adership of Wil- 
liam Z. Foster, who is now the chairman of the Communist Party 
of the United States, the Communist Party set up what is called the 
Trade Union Educational League, commonly known in Communist 
documents as the TUEL. The TUEL was shortly transformed into 
the TUUL, the Trade Union Unity League, and under the auspices 
of that, as a federation of labor unions, the Communist Party at- 
tempted to launch its own avowed controlled unions. Outstanding 
among them, for example, was the National Miners Union, and so on 
and so on. The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers has an old history which antedates the Bolshevik revolution. 

The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers is 
almost 60 years old. I think, to be exact, it is 59 years old this year 

It has at various times been affiliated with the A. F. of L.. with 
the IWW, with the CIO, and now has what is known as an inde- 
pendent status, for which there could hardly be a greater misnomer. 
It is anything but independent. It is under the control of the Com- 
munist Party. 

However, at any rate, in the beginning of this union and for the 
best part of a generation, there was no question whatever of Com- 
munist influence or control. In that respect the union is somewhat 
unique. 

Most of the Communist-controlled unions were organized by the 
Communist Party, or in very close collaboration with the Communist 
Party. I cite, for example, the United Electrical, Radio, and Ma- 
chine Workers of America. That was organized from its inception 
14 years ago, in Buffalo, as an arm of the Communist Party, and when 
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it was expelled in 1949 from the CIO the official expulsion order of 
the CIO read as follows: 

The United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers of America is the Commu- 
nist Party masquerading as a labor union. 

That quotation would apply just as much to the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers except that the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers did not have a Communist 
origin. 

Mr. Connors. Then, it was taken over? 

Mr. Marruews. It was taken over. 

Senator Warkrys. Is it a good example of a captive organization? 

Mr. Marruews. It is a captive organization and there have been 
relatively few organizations captured by the Communist Party. Usu- 
ally they set their own up and when they lose control of them they 
dissolve | them, but this is one case where an established union of many 
years’ standing was captured by the Communist Party. That is sufl- 
cient on that point. 

The Cuamman. Before you go into any other subject, Dr. Matthews, 
1 would like to say we are dealing here now with a labor organization 
consisting of something quoted in excess of 100,000 people. I think 
the membership would run about 100,000. I would like to have you 
distinguish between Conimunist control, as you use the term, and the 
rank and file or mass of the organization. 

In other words, I think here is a place where you can well bring out 
that there is a distinction between the rank and file, who may be in 
no wise affiliated either in spirit or intent or heart or soul with any 
subversive organization, and the control of which you speak. I think 
you might dwell on that right now. 

Mr. Marrnews. Senator, I am very happy to underscore your own 
remarks and incorporate them as my own, and simply to say by way 
of an addendum that undoubtedly the vast rank and file of all of these 
so-called Communist-controlled unions are not fully cognizant of the 
Communist affiliations of their top leaders. They are good Americans. 
I think they have been very unwise Americans in retaining that leader- 
ship, and to that degree have some responsibility in the matter, but 
they are not conscious participants in a conspiracy to overthrow the 
United States Government. 

The Cramman. I wanted you to bring that out because ominous 
control is one thing. Let me illustrate what I had in mind. This com- 
mittee is reliably advised that something less than 20 percent of the 
people of Russia are at heart Communists, that it is a small nucleus 
that have control of the Russian people. The same is true of the iron- 
curtain satellite countries and it is that small group that we get into 
the chairs, so to speak, using a Communist term, who get in control 
and by their power and control lead the organization “that must be 
distinguished from the great body. 

Mr. Marrnews. And I think along that line, Senator, it would not 
be amiss to point out that this Communist leadership of these unions 
often gives vigorous, if not fanatical, leadership to the union, and by 
virtue of that leadership, not by virtue of any Communist affiliations, 
retains the allegiance of the rank and file members. Communists work 
at whatever they work at 24 hours a day if that is possible, whereas 
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most other Americans are a little more haphazard in their devotions or 
allegiances. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you saying that it might be a good thing for all 
unions to have Communists leaders because they work harder than 
non-Communists / 

Mr. Marrnews. I think they might have a little more support from 
the rank and file if they had the same vigor ol leadership. I am not 
saving what you said, ho. 


Mr. Sourwine. Unions can get adequate, effective, and loyal and 
vigorous le: lers| Ip w thout having Communist leaders ? 


Mr. Marruews. Yes, but there again the question that I pointed out 
vet the same degree of devotion in an ordi- 


arises, as to whether you ¢ 
nary eitizel that you vet { 
fanatically on the job all the time. I am not saying it ought not be 


the same Way with other 11 dividuals, but as a matte ot practical fact 


rom a conspiratorial revolutionary who is 


if does t eem to be 
Mr. Sourwinr. What 


want to be sure the record speaks clearly on it. Are vou saying that 


' { 1 , ; ] : 
Commu { because they make Tanat eal and vigorous labor leaders 


4 ] . + ° 
vou are savine extremely interesting. I 


/ 


make better labor lea lers than non-Communists / 
Mr. Marrurws. No. but I do think thev retain control and alle- 
mance of t] eir membet hip by virtue of the character of the leadership 


itor Warkins. Is that not a part of their program to sell com- 

munism, to ho the \ ror with which thev ean lead ¢ In other words, 

let us s ippose they put on, to convince the ordimaryvy man who would 

not be in favor of commun “In, that thev are YTeal f¢ llows and thus 
Hel | +] wit 


! ] ihe { ‘9 which thev further 
creep their men controled because of the vigor with which they Turthel 


the legitimate objectives of the union. as well as the others? Is that 


Mr. Marrurws. Yes, I think that is a very correct way of putting it. 


Senator WATKINS. In other organizat ons which they V0 into they 
deliberately put on a front of high-sounding principles and yet at the 
same time they have some other objective in mind after they have 
once old them elves to the member hip. 

Mr. Marrurws. I have frequently had occasion to put the matter 
this way: We have mat | oft t| Oll ands OL CONSCLO antl Com- 
munists in this country. By i! cl laree thev do hot work nearly So 
vigorousl ey iob of being pro-Americans and anti-Communists 
as Comm ts \ ork al the 1ob of co piring to overthror : md hat [ 
hink simply brings out a well-known psychological principle of 
human nature, that the man who is trving to undermine, subvert, and 


overthrow the status quo has to be more alert than the man who is 
efending the status quo. 

Mr. rot WINE. Do tor, I hm afraid that might be confusing to the 
mind of a reader of this record. Your remarks are susceptible of 
hnterpretation that a Communist mav be a Communist and still work 
fanati ally ind wholewheartedly for some non-Commuunist objective. 
You do not mean that, do you? 

Mr. \I ATTILIEWS., Not exacthy » Al | Iw whit the record to be perfectly 
clear, Mr. Sourwine. [ wouldn't have it unclear for anything. I do 
mean that there are Instances where Communists will work for a non- 
Communist objective, not becatise it doesn’t fit somewhere into the 


Communist program, but it isn’t obviously a Communist objective. 
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On the surface it is a non-Communist objective. They will even work 
harder than non-Communists will work. 

Mr. Sourwine. But they will never work that hard or at all for an 
anti-Communist objective ? 

Mr. Marrnews. Oh, absolutely not. 

Mr. Sourwine. And if it ever comes to a choice between his non- 
Communist objective for which he is working because it serves Com- 
munist purposes or his purpose as a Communist, if it comes toa choice 
between that objective and a Communist oe or purpose there 
is no opportunity for free choice in his mind if he is a true Commu- 
nist, is there? 

Mr. Marruews. That is true. There is absolutely no divided alle- 
giance in the mind of the real Communist. 

Mr. Sourwtne. He is working for Communist objectives first, last, 
and all the time; is that not right ¢ 

Mr. Marruews. That is right, and he has one goal in mind, and 
in attempting to achieve that goal he often engages in activities at 
the direction of the party, activities which are not on the face Com- 
munist objectives, and the rank and file of the unions do not so inter- 
pret them as Communist objectives even though they are a part of the 
over-all picture of the Communist program. I hope I have not made 
it more unclear, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Connors. Doctor, to tie up the testimony which you have given 
us would you be SO eood how as to enumer: ate those officers of the Inte l'- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers about whom your 
research has led vou to the conclusion that the Vy have whole heartedly 
supported the Communist Party activities and have fulfilled their 
function as Communist Party me mbers active in labor organizations 4 

Mr. Marriews. If I may make just one amendation in your state 
ment, I would drop the phrase “Communist Party member,” because 
of the reason we have already discussed. We don't know exactly now 
who are members and who are not, but to take the rest of your state- 
ment, I will give you the names in rapid succession of the top leaders 
of the International Union of Mine. Mill, and Smelter Workers whose 
record of activities, and I mean public record of activities, is such as 
to constitute a substantial collaboration with the Communist move- 
ment and its objectives. Does that answer your question ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Marrnews. All right. With that formula, then, I would name 
John Blackwell, about whom you asked. T would name Frank Allen, 
international representative of the IUMMSW, local 870, which is at 
Atlanta, Ga. There is, of course, John Clark, on whose record with 
the document here we could speak for a full hour. John Clark is 
the international president of the TU MMSW. Raymond Dennis, who 
is 2 member of the international executive board of the union. has a 
very substantial record, and, incidentally, I think I ought to point out 
in his case that he was publicly a member of the Communist Political 
Association which for a brief interlude supplanted the Communist 
Party, primarily 1944 until the summer of 1945. 

Irving Dichter, who is a very prominent executive board member, 
also has a substantial record of collaboration with Communist causes 
and enterprises. 

Roderick Holmgren, who has been identified already as the editor 
of the Union, is another. , 
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Then we have Clinton E. Jencks, William Jackson, Orville Larson, 
also an executive board member of the union, Alton Lawrence, who is 
southern regional director and an international executive board mem- 
ber; Albert Pezzati, who is eastern regional director and an executive 
board member of the union; James Pinta of Chicago, whom the mar- 
shal couldn't now when they had a subpena out for him for the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities; Joseph Scioli, to whom I have 
already made re anaes Al Skinner, to whom reference has been 
made: Maurice Travis, the secretary-treasurer; and I think it ought to 
be underscored that of all of the union leaders Maurice Travis is 
undoubtedly the key figure in the entire union apparatus. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean this particular union 

Mr. Marruews. This particular union. There is also Maurice 
Wechsler—M-a-u-r-i-c-e W-e-c-h-s-l-e-r—who went to Russia, but I 
think he obtained his passport under the name of Moses Wechsler, and 
that is a part of your own record, Senator. Finally there is the gen- 
eral counsel of the union, Nathan Witt—W-i-t-t—who, as you well 
know, was named by Whittaker Chambers as a member of the espio- 
nage cell of the Communists in the Federal Government organized in 
1934 by Harold Ware, and since has been greatly publicized in the case 
»f Alger Hiss. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it true that these people whom you have named 
are of clifferent degrees of Red tinge, if I may phrase it that way ? 

Mr. Matruews. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me see if we cannot get down to a lowest common 
denominator or at least a common denominator. Would it be your 
testimony that all of these people have either cooperated or collab- 
orated with known Communists ? 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That they have done so for the attainment or 
furtherance of Communist objectives ? 

Mr. Marrnews. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. That they have done so actively ? 

Mr. Marruews. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And consciously ? 

Mr. Marrnews. Well, my conclusion is that they have done so 
conciously. 

Mr. Sourwine. What you are testifying, then, is that each of these 
persons has actively and consciously cooperated or collaborated with 
known Communists for the attainment or furtherance of Communist 
objectives ? 

Mr. Marrnews. That is correct. May I elaborate just briefly by 
saying that vou will notice as I went through these folders I selected 
approximately one-tenth of the number that T have before me, and 
my selection was deliberately based on my conclusion that the clearest 
cases were the ones I wished to name, the cases which came up under 
vour definitions as you outlined them, Mr. Sourwine. Where there 
is any question of a borderline case I simply passed over the name 
and did not put it in the record. 

Mr. Connors. You are appearing here under subpena, are you not, 
Dr. Matthews? 

Mr. MatrHews. Yes. 
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Mr. Connors. Unless there are any further questions, I would like 
to suggest to the chairman that the testimony of Dr. Matthews be 
suspended at this time in order to call another witness. 

The CrwatrMan. Very well, Doctor, you will be excused. You are 
still remaining under subpena. 

(Witness excused.) 

The Cuatrman. Repeating what I said at the opening of the ses- 
sion, no pictures will be taken during the taking of the testimony of 
any witness. I regret that I had to invoke the rule with one young 
man because he insisted on taking a picture during the taking of the 
testimony. If you desire and if the witness is willing to have his 
photograph taken, you may take it, but it must be with his consent. 
If he does not consent it will not be taken. However, if taken at all it 
will be taken now. 

Do you care about your picture being taken ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. I don’t care one way or the other, Mr. Chairman. 


TESTIMONY OF STANLEY H. RUTTENBERG, DIRECTOR OF EDUCA- 
TION :AND RESEARCH, CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZA- 
TIONS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Cuarrman. Raise your right hand, please. You do solemnly 
swear that the testimony you are about to give before the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Rourrensere. I do. 

The Cuartrman. Those who wish to take pictures of this witness 
may do so now or forever hold your peace thereafter. 

You may state your name, your place of residence, and your busi- 
ness or occupation. 

Mr. Rutrenserc. My name is Stanley H. Ruttenberg, director of 
education and research of the national organization of CIO, head- 
quarters in Washington, D. C. I reside in Arlington, Va. 

The Ciamman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, you are appearing under subpena, 
are you not? 

Mr. Rorrensere. I am. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, how long have you held your present 
position with the CIO? 

_ Mr. Rurrenserc. My present position as director of the department, 
since 1948, 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been engaged in a comprehensive 
study of the labor policies of the International Union of Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. RurrenperG. I have been in the CIO ever since the beginning 
in 1936. I have been familiar with the Mine, Mill Union as well as 
with other CIO unions. Specifically in connection with their expul- 
sion from the CIO, I began an investigation of their activities in mid- 
1949 in detail. 
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Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, what has been and what is now the 
policy of CIO with respect to labor unions which demonstrably have 
followed the Communist Party line? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. I can best answer that question by reading to you 
a provision of the CLO constitution, whaek | s artic le VI, section 10: 


Che executive board is empowered by two-thirds vote to revoke the certificate 
of affiliation of or to expel or to take any other appropriate action against any 
nati i niernational union or organizing committee, the poli ies and activi 
ties of which are consistently directed toward the achievement of the program 
or the purposes of the Communist Party, any Fascist organization, or other 
otalitarian movement, rather than the objectives and policies set forth in the 


constitution of the CIO. 

Mr. Connors. Has it been necessary to invoke that constitutional 
provision with respect to the International Union of Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers 4 

Mr. Rurrensperc. Yes: it was. 

Mr. Connors. Can you tell the subcommittee under what circum 
stances that came about / 

Mr. Rourrenperc. Charges were filed against the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers by Mr. William Steinberg, president of the American 
Radio Association, an afliliated CLO union. Mr. Steinberg is also a 
member of the CIO executive board These charges were filed on 
November 5, 1949. The charges were that the policies and activities of 
the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers— 
are constantly directed toward the achievement of the program or the purposes 
of the Communist Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth in the 
constitution of the C1lO 


Mr. Connie Rs, What followed f » filing ol ‘the se chs arges ¢ 

Mr. Rurrenperc. Following iis filing of these charges the CIO 
executive board appointed a con er composed of members of the 
CIO executive board to hol ring, They proceeded to hold 


hearing in the city of Washington in January of 1950, 

Mr. Connors. Will you explain to the subcommittee what tran 
spired at the hearing and what the procedure was at the hearing ¢ 

Mr. Rurrenserc. The hearing took place as a public hearing. Re ‘p- 
resentatives of the Mine, Mill Union were prese nt, represented by their 
top olflicers, and by a committee of some 20 or 25 rank-and-file members, 
most of whom testified during the course of the hearing. The case 
against the Mine, Mill Union—I will refer to this as the Mine. Mill 
Union briefly for the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers—was divided into three main parts by Mr. Steinberg, who 
prese nted the ¢] irges. 

The first part took place in reference to a general document which 
Mr. Steinberg submitted for the record which attempted in broad 
general terms to set the bac aren and the fr: one work around which 
the case would be presented, the background being to indicate that 
this union appeared to sien to be following the Communist Party line. 

‘The second point of the presentation against the union was made 
by myself and took the form of comparing the record of the Mine. 
Mill U nion with the record of the Communist Party. This was done 
through a comparison of the proceedings of the Mine, Mill conven- 
tions and the newspaper publication of that union, and comparing 
those two publications with the Daily Worker and with the avowed 
and stated positions of the Communist Party. 
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The third part of the case was presented by former members of the 
executive board of the Mine, Mill Union who had resioned and who, 
at least in one instance, had been previously a member of the Com- 
munist Party, who testified to the direct relationship between oflicers 
of the Mine, Mill Union and the Communist Party. 

After these three sets of test imony were presented, adequate oppor- 
tunity was given to the Mine, Mill Union to refuse, rebut, and cross- 
examine the witnesses. They didn’t take advantage of this, although 
they did cross-examine very brie fly the presentation which I made. 

They filed at a later point a ritten rebuttal. The hearings were 
continued to eatin date. | sasaiiliaes in early February in 1950, at 
which they appeared, but didn’t attempt to rebut or cross-examine 
any of the witnesses 

Following this, the CIO committee investigating the charges 
against the Mine, Mill Union prepared a report and submitted it to 
the executive board of the CIO or which met in the city of Wash- 
ington in mid-February 1950. The report was discussed at the execu- 
tive board meeting. 

The Mine, Mill representatives were present. Opportunity was 
given to them to present their case and areue against the re port of 
the committee. This was done. They did participate in the dis- 
cussion. 

Following the discussion, however, the executive board by an over- 
whelming vote moved to revoke the certificate of affiliation of the Mine, 
Mill Union. 

Following the revoking of their certificate of afliliation, they were 
suspended from the CLO. 

However, they were given an op P ortunity, again by constitutional 
provision of the CIO constituti on, to appeal eg ‘ase to the nex con- 
vention of the CLO. That conventi on Wi as held 1 n late 1 50 in Cl Lie PALO, 
but the union did not avail itself of the opportunity. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenbere. at these hearn os who represe nted 
the International Union of Mine, and Smelter Workers? By 
“represented,” I mean who appeared in behalf of this union ? 

Mr. Rurrensera. The president, of course, John Clark; the secre- 
tary-treasurer, Maurice Travis; Reid Robinson, the -former president 
of the union; and a group of rank-and-file members whose names I 
have here, but whom I cannot identify unless I look in more detail in 
the record. 

Mr. Connors. Can you read those names into the record, if you 
please ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. Luther Graves, Ramond Dodd, Edward Coleman, 
Stanley J. Wenham. 

Mr. ‘Connors. Without going into great detail with respect to the 
testimony given by Mr. Clark, Mr. Travis, and Mr. Robinson, can you 
give the subcommittee the essence of the testimony they gave at that 
time? 

Mr. Rurrennerc. I am not really prepared to do that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, might I inquire: Is a transcript of 
the testimony given at that time available ? 

Mr. Rurrenserea. It has been available to the committee. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Could not any desired portions of that testimony be 
t laced in the record ? 
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Mr. Con NORS, Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is my understanding that this witness is here 
because his official duties in connection with this CIO action required 
him to make personally a detailed and comprehensive study of the 
labor policies of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. Is that 
correct, Mr. Ruttenberg ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. Policies of the union. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes; and I wonder if we could question him con 
cerning What he knows as a result of his own study. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to ask a preliminary question. 

Was Homer Wilson a witness at the CIO hearing to which you have 
referred ? 

Mr. Rurrenperc. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was Kenneth Eckert a witness at that same hearing? 

Mr. Rurrenperc. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Who was present when the final decision of suspen 
sion was made? You st: ated that repre sentatives of the Mine, Mill 
Union were there. Who of the official heads of the Mine, Mill Union 
was present at that occasion when the order of suspension was entered 
into? Could you tell us? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. It would have been the representative on the CIO 
executive board from that union, and I think that representative was 
John Clark, although I will check it. No: Iam sorry; it was Maurice 
Travis. Maurice Travis was the designated representative of the 
Mine, Mill Union on the CIO executive board. I might just add that 
the CIO executive board is composed ot a representative from each 
international union affiliated with the CLO, that individual from that 
international union hav ing’ been selected by the union itself. 

The CuairrmMan. Very well: you may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, will you briefly and succinctly give 
the findings you m: ide yourse ‘Ifasa result ot your comprehe nsive study 
of the policies of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. The testimony which I presented to our—— 

Mr. Sourwiye. If you will pardon me, Mr. Ruttenberg, the question 
is what you can testify to now, not what you testified to before the 
CIO committee or the CIO board. 

Mr. Rurrensere. Of course, I can only repeat what I testified to 
there. I don’t quite understand the intent of your remark, not being 
a lawyer. 

The Cuatrman. Let us hear the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The pending question, as above recorded, was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Rurrenperc. I took and examined, as I indicated before, the 
convention proceedings and the official newspaper of the Mine, Mill 
Union in an attempt to determine how that union’s position on major 
issues compared or related to the positions taken by the Communist 
Party. I found asa result of that investigation that one could break 
down the positions of this union into four periods—four chronological 
periods. The first period would be that prior to August of 1939, which 
might be called the period of collective security in terms of the Com- 
munist Party position. 

The next per iod would be that between August of 1939 and June 21, 
1941, that being generally the period of the Russian-German pact in 
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which the positions of the union related to nonparticipation in inter- 
national sian and international policies. 

The third period would be that between June 22, 1941, and the end 
of the war, 1945, in which there was all-out participation on the part 
of the union and all activities relating to the Soviet Union’s participa- 
tion along with the other allies—Great Britain, France, and China— 
in the war against Germany. 

The fourth period would be the period subsequent to the termina- 
tion of the war up through the time of this union’s expulsion from the 
CIO. In each of these four periods the position of the union was dif- 
ferent from the position it had taken in the previous period. 

The difference in position appeared to be because the line of the 
Communist Party had changed at specific points in time between 1939 
and 1949 and 1950. 

Mr. Connors. And you found, did you, that the policies of the In- 
ternational Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers coincided with 
the policies of the Communist Party in each of those four periods? _ 

Mr. Rurrennerc. Yes. There seemed to be no difference of posi- 
tion between that taken by the Mine, Mill Union and that taken by the 
Communist Party in each of these four periods. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, is there any doubt in your mind 
based upon your background and experience as educational director 
of the CIO that the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers is a labor organization that is at the present time, and has 
been over a period of years, controlled and dominated by those sym- 
pathetic to the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. Of course, I have not followed the activities of 
this union since 1949. I do not know what they have been doing of 
recent date. 

However, it would be my opinion, and certainly it was the opinion 
of the executive board of the CIO, that this union during the time 
it was affiliated with the CIO was led and dominated by those in- 
dividuals who were sympathetic to the position of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Connors. Have you along with you a copy of the resolution 
passed by the CIO directing the expulsion of the IUMMSW from 
the CIO? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Connors. Would you please read into the record the final 
paragraph of that entitled “Conclusion,” and the signatures thereon ? 

The Cramman. Before he does that, I think I have here in my 
hand a printed copy of the instrument that the witness has in his 
hand and I desire to read into the record from that. 

I ask the witness first to identify that, as to whether or not it 
is a printed copy of the record that you have in your hand. 

Mr. Rurrenserc. This is the report of the committee investigating 
charges against the Mine, Mill Union. This is not the resolution 
expelling the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 
from the CIO. This is just the report submitted by the committee 
to the executive board for the executive board’s consideration. 

Following the submission of this report a separate resolution was 
prepared directly expelling the union. 

The Cuairman. But I draw your attention to the “Conclusion” 
on page 109 of the instrument I have and ask you whether or not it 
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is identical with the “Conclusion” sought by the question propounded 
by Mr. Connors. 
“Mr. Rurrenperc. Except Mr. Connors’ question used the word 
“resolution.” 

Mr. Connors. I used it incorrectly if I used the word “resolution.” 

Mr. Rurrennerc. You should have used the term “report of the 
committee” and not “resolution.” 

Yes: this is identical. 

Phe Cuamman. Very well, then, I desire to read into the record 
an excerpt from this report, appearing on page Ot: 


I l bove discussion the committee has attempted to deal honestly, fairly, 
d seriously with the arguments offered by the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 
Uni But the most devastating 1 ponse to the so-called defense offered by 
i eadership is provided by the fact that the defense in the main confirmed 
the Con l dictation of union policy. 
The Daily Worker in the early part of December 1949, soon after the CIO 
mvention, ran a series of articles stating the party’s analysis of the way 
the unions charged by William Steinberg with adherences to Communist policies 
ld handle their defense (Daily Worker, December 6, 7, 8, 9, 1949). These 
eS 1 le the following points: That the expulsion proceedings and hearings 
were de a part of an offensive to cut the worker's rights; that the trials 
were “phony that the trial of the committees were “rated”; that the central 
ae d of tl bor unions must be for “autonomy”; that the union’s suc- 
Ces 1 wave policy should be emphasized as the primary answer to the charges; 


hat “unity” for the CIO on the basis of its founding program and the right 


( t for all affiliates was the crux of the issue; that all unions should 
S vy their support for the UE, which, incidentally, was criticized for walking 
out of the convention instead of fighting; and that Phil Murray and his associates 
we turncoat labor leaders of the worst stamp. 


Apparently, already conversant with party policy, the union in a letter of 
December 1 to President Murray alleged that this committee was biased and 


that I s were phony These allegations were reputed in statements 
I trial by Mr. Travis and Mr. Robinson. In fact, the headings 
mimeographed statement presented on February 6 are almost 

n of the points raised in the Daily Worker articles: 
harge is phor ; “the trial is a sham’; “the amendment is illegal’; 
ittee is biased’; “the trial is part of a plot to destroy mine, mill”; 
he is the weap f reaction’; “autonomy-cornerstone of the CIO 
mill has organized its industry’: “who is really violating CIO 

eserving the autonomy and dem acy of mine, mill.” 
In its very defense, therefore, the union faithfully parrots the dictates of the 

Communist Party. 


I draw the attention of the committee to the language and I would 
nsert into the record when I get the opportunity the statements made 
in the Salt Lake City Tribune of this ing and see how parallel 
In eo sal ake Ivy ripune of this morning and see how paralle 
they run. 

he statements above referred to are on the facing page.) 

The Crrairman. Will you answer the question propounded, which 
VW is to read the conclusion 2 

Mr. Rurrennerc. The conclusion of the report of the special in- 
vestigating committee to the CIO executive board reads as follows: 

For the reasons stated, therefore, and on the basis of all the evidence pre- 
sented to it, the committee unanimously concludes that the policies and activities 
of 1 e, mill are consistently directed toward the achievement of the program 
and the purposes of the Communist Party rather than the objectives and policies 


set forth in the ClO constitution. The committee recommends that the execu- 
tive board exercise the powers granted to it by artic 





le VI, section 10, of the CIO 
constitution and, by virtue of those powers, revoke the certificate of affiliation 
heretofore granted to the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers and expel it from 
the CIO, 
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This was signed by Jacob Potofsky, chairman of the committee, pres- 
ident of the Amalgamated Clothi g Workers Union; Emil Mazey, 
secretary-treasurer of the I nited \utomohile Workers, and Joseph 
Curran, president of the National Maritime Union, all of whom were 
members of the CLO executive board. 

Mr. ¢ ON NORS, That conclus Ol Wa 
eareful and cons: ientious stu L\ f the International Union of Mine, 
Mill. and Smelter Workers: is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Rurrenrerc. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Does the Congress of hl dustrial Organizations con 
sider the expulsion of a member union as one of the gravest charges 
which ean be brought ? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. Yes; I should say so. 

Mr. CONNORS. Has the Congress of Industrial Oreanizations ever 
expelled a member union except after a long, careful, and serious 
consideration of the problems posed ¢ 

Mr. Rurrensurc. There were in all 11 unions suspended or expelled 
from the CIO, 9 of them through hearings such as that which the 
Mine, Mill had, and 2 by convention action after, with no hearing, 
but with considerable discussion on the floor of the convention, mainly 
because those two unions had actually chosen not to be present at the 
CIO convention and by their own actions were in effect disafliliating, 
and therefore a resolution at the convention was presented and 
adopted and those two unions were expelled. 

Mr. CoNNors, They were expelled almost by default, were they 
not ¢ 

Mr. Rurrenperc. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Is it not true that when the Cor cress of Industrial 
Organizations expels a member union from its organization because 
of charges brought to bear to the effect that that member organiza- 
tion collaborates and follows Communist Party activities rather 
than legitimate labor activities—when such a charge is brought, isn’t 
it brought only by a considerable weight of evidence ¢ 

Mr. Rurrenverc. That’s right, as indicated by the extensive hearing 
given the Mine, Mill Union. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Ruttenberg, have you a copy of the resolution 
and of the committee report to submit for the record at this time? 

Mr. Rurrenserc. I will make them available for the record. I think 
the report is already contained in this other Senate document. That 
can be presented for the record. 

I don't know whether the resolution is in that report. I don’t think 
it is. That I have a copy of and I can leave for the record. The 
copy of the report of the committee happens to be my own file copy. 

Mr. Sourwine. You speak of this other Senate document. So that 
the record will be clear, will you identify it by its title ? 

Mr. Rurrennerc. It is Senate Document No. 89, first session, 
Eighty-second Congress. 

Mr. Connors. May they be received for the record, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrman. Yes; but I would like to have the witness go 
through that printed document during the noon recess, if you have 
time, please, just to see if there is anything in there that does not 
belong in there. 

Mr. Rurrenserc. I know, sir, that the report of the CIO committee 
has been reprinted in full in this Senate document. I know that. As 


s arrived at only after a long and 
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a matter of fact, they reprinted all of the committee reports, and this 
one is accurate. It does reflect the actual report which was presented 
to the CIO executive board. 

I am familiar with the Senate document. 

The Cuatrman. Very well, that may be inserted in the record. 

(‘The documents referred to are as follows:) 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE CHARGES AGAINST THE INTERNATIONAL 
UNION OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WoRKERS 


Under article VI of the CIO constitution, the executive board is empowered by 
i two-thirds vote to 

revoke the certificate of affiliation of or to expel or to take any other appropriate 
action against any national or international union or organizing committee the 





policics and activities of which are consistently directed toward the achievement 
of the program or the purposes of the Communist Partu, any Lascist organiza 
tion, or other totalitarian movement, rather than the objectives and policies set 
forth in the constitution of the C10.” [Italies supplied. | 

On November 5, 1949, Mr. William Steinberg filed charges against MMSW and 
nine other-named affiliates under that section and requested the executive board 
to expel these unions f1 t ClO Specifically, it was charged that the policies 
and activities of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union “are consistently 
directed toward the ac¢ ement of the program or the purposes of the Com- 
munist Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth in the constitu- 
tion of the CLO The executive b rd ordered that notice of the charges be 
given to Mine, Mill and authorized President Murray to appoint a committee to 
hear the charges and to report > the executive board recommending appropriate 
action. The undersigned, Jacob Votofsky, Emil Mazey, and Joseph Curran were 
appointed by President Murt to hear the charges against the MMSW and the 
executive board approved the appointment of the committe 

Notice of e filing of the charges were given to MMSW on November 7, 1949. 
On December 14, 1949, the chairman of the committee gave notice that the com 
mittee would hold a heuring « launua \ f, 150 Phe colimittee specifically in 
vited the union’s international officers to attend the heuring sand to testify as 
witnesses. MMSW requested a postponement of the hearing rhis request was 
granted and the hearing was postponed to January 1S, 1950. MMSW also re 
quested permission r 10 other witnesses to attend the hearing When this 
request is anted MMSW immediately asked permission for the 10 additional 
Witnesses to attend the hearing rhis also was granted 

The committee’s hearing began on January 18 and continued through the 
next day At the hearing, Mr. Steinberg gave an introductory statement and 
introduced three witnesses to the committee. The first withess was Mr. Stanley 
Ruttenberg, the CLO directo f education and research Mr. Ruttenberg pre 
sented excerpts from official publications both of the Communist Party and of 
the MMSW nd, o he basis of these exhibits, compared the policies and activ 
ities of MAISW with th program of the Communist Party The second and 
third wi Sst ! i by Mi Steinberg were Hiomer Wilson and Kenneth 
Kckert. both of whe were mer executive board members of the union Che 
witnes ti n detail as to the manner in which the prograt Com 
munist Party was translate into the policy of the Mine, M : elter 


Worker 
The representatives of the union were given ample opportunity to cross- 


examine : ithesses resented by Mr. Steinberg They availed themselves 
of this opportunity with regard to Mr. Steinberg and Mr. Ruttenberg. They 
asked, however, that tl cross-examination of Homer Wilson and Kenneth 
hickert e deferred so that the persons who were not present at the hearing, 
but were ‘ n the testimony could be produced to refute it. 

On behalf of the union, its secretary-treasurer, Maurice Travis, and five 
members ¢ thie hier dl None of the three other union officers who 
had been invited by the committee to testify utilized the opportunity so offered. 

The hearing s adjourned on January 19, and, at the request of the union, 
1 second hearing was scheduled for February 6 in order to permit the union 


representatives to examine both the exhibits that had been offered and the 
transcript of the hearing, and in order to enable them to procure the attendance, 
as rebuttal witnesses, of the persons named by Mr. Eckert, and Mr. Wilson as 
participants in the transmission belt by which the dictates of the Communist 
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Party became the policies of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. The 
union representatives promised the committee that if an adjournment was 
granted, they would produce testimony to refute the evidence offered by Wilson 
and Eckert. 

Pursuant to this arrangement and this promise, the committee resumed its 
hearings on February 6, 1950. At that time, the representatives of the union 
presented to the committee a mimeographed statement, which had no reference 
to the testimony which had been heard on January 18 and 19, and had obviously 
been prepared in advance of the first hearing. The union representatives an- 
nounced their determination to offer no testimony in rebuttal to Mr. Eckert and 
Mr. Wilson. They refused to cross-examine Eckert and Wilson, although the 
committee expressly repeatedly invited such cross-examination. Instead of 
cross-examination, Mr. Travis read into the record a statement denouncing 
them as stool pigeons and finger men. At the conclusion of this brief hearing, 
the union's representatives asked for a further opportunity to file a brief. This 
was granted and, on February 5, a statement replying to the testimony of Mr. 
Ruttenberg was submitted. 

On the basis of both the oral testimony and the written material thus pre 
sented to it, the committee reports to the executive board as follows: 


NATURE OF THE CHARGE 


The charge made by Mr. Steinberg is that the policies and activities of the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers are consistently directed toward the achieve- 
ment of the program or the purposes of the Communist Party rather than the 
objectives and policies set forth in the constitution of the CIO. In order to dispel 
loose assertions which have been made by the accused that this proceeding is 
designed to destroy the autonomy of, and to impose political uniformity on CLO 
affiliates, we should like to state our understanding of the type of conduct at 
which the charge is aimed. 

The charge is not aimed at affiliates which honestly differ with CIO policies 
At our last convention, which authorized the executive board to proceed on the 
type of charge before us, it was made abundantly clear that there is room enough 
in the CIO for honest differences of opinion (eleventh constitutional convention, 
daily proceedings, November 1, 1949, pp. 21, 33, 35; November 2, p. 35; November 
3, pe G2). 

However, there is no room in the CIO or in any other voluntary association of 
independent members, for an affiliate whose policies over a period of time con 
travene and tend to undermine the fundamental objectives of the organization. 
It is at such an affiliate, and none other, that the charge we are considering is 
directed. In short then, the charge against the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
Union is based on the proposition that by consistently pursuing the program and 
purposes of the Communist Party, the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union 
tends to undermine the democratic goals of the CLO. 

There can be no doubt about the violent clash between the constitutional objec 
tives and policies of the CIO and the program or purposes of the Communist 
Party. The CIO is dedicated to advancing the cause of liberty and the never 
ending struggle for equality begun by our forefathers; to the end of achieving 
a world of free men and women. The CIO is further dedicated to organizing the 
organized, to making workers participants in the collective-bargaining process, 
and to securing legislation insuring economic security and extension of civil 
liberties; prerequisites to a world of free men and women in a democracy. By 
command of the preamble to its constitution, the CIO is alined against those 
who would use power to exploit the people for the benefit of alien loyalties 

The Communist Party is precisely this type of organization which the CIO is 
under a constitutional mandate to oppose—one which would use power to exploit 
the people for the benefit of an alien loyalty. The Communist Party speaks in 
the words of unionism and Americanism. But actually it matters not to the 
Communist Party whether a particular policy will advance or hinder the best 
interests of American labor. The sole test is whether the policy is required by the 
need of the Soviet Union. Only to the extent that the Soviet line permits will 
the propaganda mill of the Communist Party grind out platforms which are in 
consonance With ideals of American labor. In event of conflict. however, between 
the needs of the Soviet Union and the best interests of American labor, the 
former must always prevail. 

One need not look very far to see the reason for such slavish adherence to 
the ideology of a foreign country. The Communist Party in America is part 
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diately thereafter everything changed. % that Hitler l attach . et 
Union it became clear to Mine-Mill’s leaders that A i have 
interest in aiding Hitler's enemies. Roosevelt, Ow I , Was W 
right. Indeed, said the officer’s report to the 1)41 conventic ‘Our stak 
future peace, and our future freedom depends on the defeat « iscism 

The contrast between = ms ¢ tne uno t el before d 
June 22 is made startlingly clear in the Mine, Mill's official newspaper. The 





of June 28, 1941, which had been printed 2 days earlier, reported at 


length a speech by President Robinson to a Butte miners’ meeting in which he 





denounced President Roosevelt’s aid progr: as incipient dictatorship and 
fascism. One month later, on July 21, 1941. another meeting in Butte was given 
featured billing by the Mine, Mill’s paper rhis meeting, addressed to the Mon 
tana secretary of the C nunist Party, demanded i ediate aid to all peoples 
fichting Hitler and denounced isolationists as appeasers and enemies of labor. 
Thus, in the course of 3 years we e ft - { sted in collective se 
rity and American participation qui n ( n calling 
strict neutrality, and then reverting to allied actior cists. These 





violent and precipitous shifts in policy bore no relation to any changes in Amer 





ican policy or in the position of American labor The Cl oined ith Mine, 
Mill in opposing fascism in 1938, continued to oppose Hitler in 1940. It op 
posed involvement in war—as did Roosevelt—but it supported national defense 


and aid to the enemies of Hitler But the Mine, Mill’s policy shifted with the 


policy of the Communist Party and with the position of the Soviet Union, first 
one way, then another and then back again 

After the United States entry into the war the primary dil 
munist Party strategy was to call for the immediate opening of a second front 
in Western Europe. And early in the same year Mine lill followed suit I 
president took to the radio and voiced, as a “spokesman” for labor, the Commu 
nist Party’s conviction that the opening of a European second front was the 


ection of Com- 


The parallel between the Communist Party and Mine, Mill policy, which is 
clearly demonstrated by the 1938-41 pendulum swinging of both organizations, 
is further revealed by the happenings since 1945 Notably, since V-J day the 
approach to foreign and domestic policy in terms of the interests of the Soviet 


only military strategy which would insure the eurly defeat of Hlith 
] 
‘ 


Union rather than those of the workers of the United States become increasingly 
evident. Early in 1946, Mine, Mill published a story on the atom bomb “con 
spiracy”’ accusing Great Britain and the United States, but not the Soviet Union 
of failure to come to agreement on the atom-bomb problem. This same year 
at the union’s convention, a resolution, which criticized not only the United 
States and Britain but also the Soviet Union for having armed forces outside 
their borders was rejected by the union’s leadership and, at their suggestion, 
by the convention. In 1947, the executive board passed a resolution on foreign 
policy criticizing American policies but containing no word of criticism of the 
Soviet Union In line with the principles of the Communist Party, Mine, Mill 
has opposed the Truman doctrine and fought against the Marshall plan. Its 
newspaper had only praise for the Communist coup in Czechoslovakia 

The union’s constant conformity with the Communist Party line has not been 





limited to matters of foreign police) In matters of domestic policy and in mat 
ters of trade-union policy it has adhered scrupulously to the Moscow line 
The union not on ys ipported the Progressive VP LV n 14s, s did Com 


munists, it devoted a major portion of its resources to that fight Its news 
paper was practically converted into a Progressive Party Organ and trade-union 
news was subordinated to Progressive Party propaganda 

In its re’ations with the CIO, Mine, Mill also followed the party 
party demanded that the CIO stay in the Communist-dominated Worl 
tion of Trade Unions. Mine, M'll not only made the sai 1, it 
the CIO’s plan to resign from that body as a service to W 
on the Taft-Hartley Act, the Communist Party denounced the ClO for “selling 
out” the interests of labor. The Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers not only 
subscribed to this canard, it devoted two pages of its newspaper to it 

Finally, etter the CIO 1949 convention, the officers of Mine, Mill not onl 
supported the UE, which had been expelled from the CIO, it attacked CIO 





e demand 





Street Similars 








entire program as a “boss-inspired invasion.” In so doing it again followed, to 
the lett r, the line laid down by official spokesmen for the Cor inist Pat 
On the basis of this history, only briefly summarized above, the committee 


would have no doubt in concluding that the policies and activities of the Mine, 
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Mill, and Smelter Workers are directed toward the achievement of the purposes 
of the Communist Party rather than the basic, American trade-union objectives 
set forth in the CIO constitution. It is not only that the Mine, Mill’s program 
today is virtually a replica of the Communist Party’s. : 

That alone is not enough. The important fact is that no conceivable judg- 
ment based solely on the interests of American labor could have subscribed to 
the violent and contradictory shifts in policy which have characterized Mine, 
Mill’s history in the last decade. Only the Communist assumption that what is 
good for the Soviet Union is good for American labor could justify Mine, Mill’s 
position. Only a constant subservience to the Communist Party can explain it. 

The shocking character of the direct control by the Communist Party of the 
leadership of this union and, through them, of the Union itself, was further 
brought home to the committee by direct testimony showing in detail the exact 
manner in which the policies of the union are dictated by the Communist Party. 

This testimony was given to the committee by Homer Wilson and Kenneth 
Eckert. Mr. Wilson was a member of the union for 10 years. He was a member 
of its international executive board and at one time was vice president. Mr. 
Iickert is a former member of the union's executive board and a former member 
of the Communist Party. He had attended the Lenin School in Moscow and 
served in Mine, Mill as one of the members of the Communist Party steering 
committee which determined, in consultation with Communist leaders, the policies 
which the union leadersbip would adopt for the union. 

Both Wilson and Eckert made it perfectly clear to the committee that the fact 
that this union followed the Communist Party line was not accidental. It was 
the result of complete domination of the union’s leadership by the party. The 
party group within the union had a systematic working apparatus for making 
ts decisions and for translating those decisions into union policy. At the top 
there was a party steering committee of four members. This committee, of 
which Eckert and Maurice Travis, now secretary-treasurer of the union, were 
members determined Communist policy within the union. They did this in con 
sultation with the leaders of the Communist Party. Meetings were frequently 
held with Communist Party leaders such as William Z. Foster, the chairman of 
the party, Eugene Dennis, its general secretary, John Williamson, its labor secre 
tary, and Gil Green, its Illinois director. In addition there was a regular envoy 
of the Communist Party who was designated as liaison man between Mine, Mill 
and the party. 

At meetings of this steering committee, which was sometimes enlarged to in- 
clude such persons as the union’s research director and the editor of its news 
paper, the policies to be adopted by Mine, Mill were determined by these Com- 
munist leaders. Their decisions were then brought to the so-called progressive 
caucus of the union, Which contained all of the Communist and pro-Communist 
leaders of the union. All anti-Communist groups in the union were excluded 
from this caucus. The Communist decisions were invariably adopted by the 
aucus and were then brought before the official bodies of the union and adopted 
aus union policy. 

This was the transmission belt by which the decisions of the Communist Party 
eaders became decisions of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

Both Eckert and Wilson testified in detail to the control which this Communist 
Party machinery exercises over the affairs of the union. Such matters as who 
should be the officers of the union, or whether the 1947 report of the CIO investi- 
gating committee should be accepted, or whether the union should comply with 
the Taft-Hartley Act, were first decided by the Communist Party steering com 
mittee, then transmitted to the progressive caucus and finally presented to the 
inion’s executive board or its membership for approval. 

The membership, of course, had a theoretical veto power. But the party’s 
control of the union’s newspaper, control of its organization staff and control 
of its leadership, enabled the Communist Party to conceal its dictation of union 
policy and thus to maintain its power over the union’s affairs. The right of the 
union membership to control policy, given lip service by the leadership was 
thus frustrated. The membership had no voice, for instance, in the.decision of 
Reid Robinson to resign as president—a decision made by the Communist Party 
for party reasons. It had no control over the appointment of Maurice Travis, 
a newcomer to the union, as executive assistant to President Robinson. an 
appointment dictated by the Communist Party for its own purposes. The mem- 
bership had no control over the appointment of organizers and, as a result, 
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approximately 90 percent of the union’s staff are members of the Communist 
Party. 

The career of Maurice Travis affords a good example of the role of the Com- 
munist Party within the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. Travis was a 
steelworker. He was expelled from a local of the United Steel Workers of 
America as a Communist disrupter in 1941. Shortly thereafter, he was placed 
by the Communist Party on the staff of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. After 
less than 2 years with the union, he was chosen by the party to be executive 
assistant to the president. Later he became vice president and, by virtue of 
Reid Robinson's resignation in 1947, president of the union. The party, how- 
ever, decided that his Communist affiliation was too well known for him to func- 
tion effectively as president. Accordingly, the Communist Party steering com- 
mittee determined to support for the presidency a candidate who was not known 
as a Communist follower but who could be relied upon to go along with party 
decisions. John Clark was selected as such a man. And, in accordance with 
this decision, Clark was elected and now serves as president, and Travis as 
secretary-treasurer, 

The testimony of Eckert and Wilson was not contradicted. Although it seemed 
clear to the committee from the documentary proof that the Mine, Mill follows 
the Communist Party line, the committee was nevertheless shocked and outraged 
by the direct testimony that the union's policies were determined in secret 
meetings with high officials of the Communist Party prior to their submission to 
the nnion’s governing bodies and to the membership. Eckert and Wilson named 
names, places, and dates. Their testimony was not general in character—but 
specifically described the meeting of the secret Communist apparatus which 
runs the union. The committee was most anxious, therefore, for the union 
leaders. whose activities were so damningly described in their testimony to sub- 
Init an answer to it. But, despite the Ccommittee’s repeated invitation, they re- 
fused to do so. 

The committee adjourned its first hearing and held a second hearing at a 
later date to afford the officers of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union an 
opportunity to produce testimony in answer to that given by Eckert and Wil- 
son. The officers of the union had requested such an adjournment and had 
promised the committee that at the committee’s second hearing such testimony 
would be offered. But, at the second hearing, the officers of the union again 
‘efused to respond to the testimony. 

The committee also attempted to check the accuracy of the testimony of 
Wilson and Eckert by asking questions of the union’s representatives at the 
hearing. Mr. Travis was asked, for example, whether he had in fact partici 
pated in meetings attended by such leaders of the Communist Party as William 
“4. Foster, Eugene Dennis, and John Williamson at which the policies of Mine, 
Mill were determined. He refused to answer the question. Mr. Travis was 
asked whether his position on policy matters within the union was formulated 
at meetings with members of the Communist Party He refused to answer the 
question. Mr. Travis was asked, finally, whether, as a member of the Com- 
munist Party, he was under a duty to carry out the decisions of the party, ir 
respective of his own opinion as to their propriety for his union. He refused to 
inswer the question. 

The testimony of Eckert and Wilson therefore stands uncontradicted. The 
committee therefore concludes not only that the policies of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers Union follow the Communist Party line but also that they 
follow that line because the Communist Party is in direct control of the union’s 
leadership and dictates to that leadership the policies it shall adopt. 

The union, instead of attempting to meet the testimony against it, engaged 
iself in vilification and denunciation of the CIO and of this committee and in 
irrelevant arguments. 

In its first statement filed with the committee, the union presented a detailed 
history of the pioneering organizational work of the Western Federation of 
Miners. The committee is conscious of that history But. on the evidence hefore 
it, it can only conclude that the present leadership of the Mine, Mil!, and 
Smelter Workers Union has cast aside that heritage and has sold the union down 
the river of subservience to the Communist Party 

The union then argued that it had brought the benefits of collective bargaining 
to its membership and, therefore, was truly performing the functions of Amer- 
ican unionism. The difficulty with this argument is that it is not true. While 
it is true that some benefits have inured to the union’s membership, it is also true 
that the union’s blatant Communist orientation has driven more and more work- 
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ers away from it and thus has deprived it of its power genuinely to serve the 
interests of the workers in its industry) A few simple figures tell the devastat 
ing story. In the fiscal year 1946-47, Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers reported 
and paid their capita tax to the CIO on an average dues-paying, employed mem 
bye p of over 100,000. In 1948S—49, this average dropped to 65,000. And, as of 
October 1949, the figure reported to the CIO was 44,000. This union had thus, by 
blindly pursuing the goals of the Communist Party, driven away from it the 





mi portion of its membership. This trend is continuing and furnishes the 
complete answer to the union’s argument. This union’s leadership, perhaps 
more blatantly than y other, has diverted the union’s staff and resources away 


from the pursuit of trade-union objectives to the pursuit of the Communist Party 
program. The union leadership has, and it must in order to maintain its posi- 
tion, paid lip-service to the strictly bread-and-butter needs of its membership. 
But it has done so only to use the union organization so maintained to serve the 
interests of the Communist Party. This is the basic strategy of the Communist 
j ty as o ally prescribed by Lenin. 

Phe union devoted a major part of its statement to the committee to an attack 
upon the CIO for “Red baiting” and “witch hunting” and a recital of the many 
instances in which the false charge of Communism has been made against genu 
ine, progressive American trade-unions, The committee knows that the charge 
of communism is often falsely made. It is convinced that the use of such a false 
charge against American labor is deplorable. In short, the committee is against 
the sinearing of hénest American trade-unionism by those who see communism 
in everything progressive and forward looking. 

But abhorrence of false and malicious charges of communism does not require 
that the committee reject evidence that this union’s leadership is in fact con- 
trolled by the Communist Party, that it is not an honest American union leader 
ship, that it devotes itself to the achievement, not of the American, progressive 





aims of the CIO, but of the purposes of the Communist Party. And such evidence 
Was submitted to the committee and was not denied by the union. Instead of 
denying the charge, the union leadership has sought to hide behind the skirts 
of honest progressives, and honest trade-unionists. It has sought to join 
company with those who honestly deny false charges of Communism, without 


denying the overwhelming evidence that in this case the charge is true, 

The union’s final argument was submitted to the committee in a memorandum 
on February 8. In this memorandum the union sought to answer the testimony 
of Mr. Ruttenberg concerning the parallel between the policies of Mine, Mill 
and the program of the Communist Party. But it did not attempt to deny that 
parallel or to explain it. It did not seek to give any honest American trade-union 


viewpoint which could possibly have justified the twisting, shifting line of Mine, 










Mill police Instead it made the preposterous charge that the ClO had followed 
the Communist Party line from 19388 to 1947. 
Che committee states categorically that this charge is false. It is compounded 


of confusion and distortion. This is apparent from an analysis of Mine, Mill's 
nts on this point For example, Mine, Mill stated that the CIO in the 
1930-41 period opposed involvement in war. The CIO did oppose involvement 


in war. So did President Roosevelt, as did the American people. But the CIO 
also supported aid to those who were engaged in the war against Hitler. The 
Communist Party did not support such aid because the Soviet Union was at 
that time a friend of Hitler, and Mine, Mill, as distinguished from CIO, actively 
and viciously opposed aid to the Allies, and it termed the Roosevelt program a 
program of warmongering and fascisin. 





\M _M iso les, for example, that the CIO supported the campaign for 
the second front in 1942 and that Mine, Mill’s support of the second front was 
in pursuance of the CIO rather than Communist Party policy. Here again, 
Mine, Mill’s statement is a distortion of the facts. The CIO in 1942 hailed the 
invasion of Africa as a “successful two-front attack on the Axis army in Afr bs 





and it offered to our Government its wholehearted support in whatever military 
policy should be adopted. To Mine, Mi'l, as to the Communist Party, howe er, 
the sec front could only be found in Europe. The Communist Party, and 
ed in the most extravagant terms the opening of a second front 
1 42, since this was what the Russians desired. Unlike Mine, Mill 
the CTO never harbored the illusion that the Communist Party was better abl 
to deter e proper military strategy than the United States Army. 
Mine, Mill similarly argues that the CIO’s foreign policy in 1946 and 1947 
was the same as Mine, Mill's because that CIO, like Mine, Mill, called for peace 
and supported measures which would insure peace. Again Mine, Mill is guilty 
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of confusion and distortion. The CIO, of course, called for peace All Amer- 
icans seek peace. But the CIO, unlike Mine, Mill and the Communist Party, 
did not devote itself to an attack upon American foreign policy and to a defense 
of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. The CIO called for the ending of 
intervention in China by all governments. Mine, Mill called for the ending of 
American intervention in China. The CIO favored economic aid to Europe. 
Mine, Mill, once the Soviet declared themselves against the Marshall plan, be- 
came most vociferous in its opposition to the United States program for aid to 
Europe. 

Perhaps more important than the fallacies of these arguments of Mine, Mill 
is the record of the CIO on the issue of communism itself. Mine, Mill has 
never renounced communism. It has never criticized communism. But the 
CIO in 1940 announced its rejection of communism and “any movement or 
activity of subversive character, Trojan horses or fifth columns,’ and, in 1946, 
its convention delegates announced that they “resent and reject efforts of the 
Communist Party * * to interfere in the affairs of the CIO.” 

In the above discussion the committee has attempted to deal honestly, fairly, 
and seriously with the arguments offered by the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
Union. But the most devastating response to the so-called defense offered by 
its leadership is provided by the fact that the defense in the main confirmed 
the Communist dictation of union policy. 

The Daily Worker in the early part of December 1949, soon after the CIO 
convention, ran a series of articles stating the party’s analysis of the way the 
unions charged by William Steinberg with adherences to Com | 
should handle their defense (Daily Worker, December 6, 7, 8, 9, 1949). These 
articles made the following points: That the expulsion proceedings and hearings 
were made part of an offensive to cut the workers’ rights: that the trials were 
“phony”; that the trials of the committees were “rigged”; that the central 
demand of the labor unions must be for “autonomy”; that the union’s successful 
wage policy should be emphasized as the primary answer to the el that 
“unity” for the CIO on the basis of its founding program and the right to 
autonomy fer all affiliates was the crux of the issue: that all unions should 
show their support for the UE (which, incidentally, was criticized for walking 
out of the convention instead of fighting) ; and that Vhil Murray and his asso- 
ciates were turn-coat labor leaders of the worst stamp. 


Apparently, already conversant with party policy, the union in a letter of 








nunist poli 

















December 1 to President Mur alleged that this con ttee was biased and 
that the trials were phony. se allegations were repeated in statements 
throughout the trial by Mr. Travis and M1 tob ‘ fae the headings 
in the union’s mimeographed statement presented 1 February 6 are almost 
a recapitulation of the points raised in f ID W ! cles: “The el oe 
is phony”; “The trial is a sham”; “The amendment is illegal”; “The trial com- 
mittee is biased”; “The trial is part of a plot to destroy Mine, Mill’: “Red 
baiting is the weapon of reaction”; ‘“Autonomy—cornerstone of the CIO policy” ; 
“Mine, Mill has organized it ndustry”; “Who is really violating CIO policy 
“Preserving the autonomy and democracy of Mine, Mill.” In its very defense, 
therefore, the union faithfully parrots the dictates of the Communist Party. 


It is abundantly clear not only that the leadership of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers Union consistently follows the Communist Party line but also 


1 mechanism by which the de 


that it does so in re¢ sponse to a carefully o eAnizer 
cisions of the Communist Party are translated into Mine, Mill policy. Mr. Rut- 


tenberg’s analysis, in which he showed the devastatir parallel between the pro- 
gram of the Communist Party and the policies of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers’ Union, lias not been controverted. The testimony of Eckert and Wil 
son, in which the mechanism was disclosed by which the p ty insured cor 

plianece by the leadership of Mine, Mill with its decisions was not controverted 
The only defense of leaders of Mine, Mill has been epithet, vilificatio and eon 
fusion. They assert that they are defending the autonomous rights of their 
union, But false claims of autonomy cannot justify adherence to the foreign 


policy of the Soviet Union and a betrayal of the interest of American worki 
men. The false cry of democracy cannot justify the existence of a secret ap- 
paratus, undisclosed to the members of the union, by which orders of outsiders 


} 


become the policy of the union’s leadership. The bogus defense that this union 
is interested only in the economie gains of the membership cannot justify the 
building of an organizational structure, 90 percent of it manned by members or 
adherents of the Communist Party. 
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The false cry of freedom to critize cannot justify the Communist tactic of 
systematic assassination against the national CIO, its officers and all affiliated 
unions who oppose the policies of the Communist Party. 

The CLO is a voluntary association of free trade-unions dedicated by its con 
stitution to the protection and extension of our democratic institutions, civil 
liberties, and human rights. Free unions are voluntary associations of freemen, 
held together by common loyalties and the elements of decency and honesty. 
The polices and activities pursued by the group which dominates the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers brands them as unfit to associate with decent men and 
women in free democratic trade-unions. 

The certification of affiliation of the CIO is a symbol of trust, democracy, 
brotherhood, and loyalty in the never-ending struggle for the working men and 
women for a better life. There is no place in the CLO for an organization whose 
leaders pervert its certificates of affiliation into an instrument that would be 
tray the American workers into totalitarian bondage. 

By the action of its leadership, by their disloyalty to the CIO, and their 
dedication to the purposes and program of the Communist Party, the leadership 
of Milne, Mill have rendered their union unworthy of and unqualified for the 
certificate of afliliation with the CIO, 

The leadership of Mine, Mill was warned, more than 2 years ago, that their 
devotion to the Communist Party was imperiling their status in the CIO, In 1947, 
a cominittee of the executive board, headed by the same chairman as this com- 
mittee, Was appointed to investigate a revolt within this union. That committee 
condemned the revolt and recommended that those who had seceded from the 
union should return to it and cease all activity which would tend to disrupt or 
injure the union's activities. On the other hand, the committee recommended 
to the leadership of the union that it remove the Communist Party influence 
which had led to the revolt and that it rededicate itself to the goals of American 
trade-unionism. 

The union rejected that earlier committee’s recomendation. Its leaders have 
continued on their evil path. They have refused to return to the principles of 
American unionism and have persisted in their devotion to the alien doctrines of 
the Communist Party. They and they alone are responsible for the union’s 
plight. 

The committee wishes to make it perfectly clear that its findings as to Mine, 
Mill are based, as they must be, on the policies and activities of the union which 
its leadership has proposed and directed. Those findings carry no implication 
that the individual members of the union are Communists or favorable to com 
munism. To the contrary the committee is persuaded that many of the members 
of Mine, Mill have been taken in by the evasion and the subterfuge, the devices 
and the maneuvers, which the Communist-minded leaders of this union have used 
to maintain themselves in power, concealing all the while the fact that the union’s 
policies and activities were not the real informed decision of the members but 
determined in accordance with the line of the Communist Party. 


CONCLUSION 


For the reasons stated, therefore, and on the basis of all the evidence presented 
to it, the committee unanimously concludes that the policies and activities of 
Mine, Mill are consistently directed toward the achievement of the program and 
the purposes of the Communist Party rather than the objectives and policies set 
forth in the CIO constitution. The committee recommends that the executive 
board exercise the powers granted to it by article VI, section 10, of the CIO con- 
stitution and, by virtue of those powers, revoke the certificate of affiliation here- 
tofore granted to the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers and expel it from the CIO. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Jacosn PoTtorsKy, Chairman. 
Emin MAzey. 
JOSEPH CURRAN, 


Mr. Connors. If there are no further questions, I would suggest 
that the witness be released from his subpena. 

The Cuarrman,. Are there any questions? Apparently not. 

You will be excused from your subpena. 

(Witness excused. ) 
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TESTIMONY OF KENNETH ECKERT, AVON LAKE, OHIO 


The CuHarrmMan. You do solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee Gf the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. I do. 

The Cuairman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Ecxerr. My name is Kenneth Eckert. My legal residence is 
Avon Lake, Ohio. 

Mr. Connors. Your occupation, if you please. 

Mr. Eckerr. I am a union representative. 

The Cuairman. What union / 

Mr. Ecxerr. UAW, CLO. 

Mr. Connors. United Automobile Workers of the CIO? 

Mr. Eckert. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Eckert ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Toledo, Ohio. November 28, 1906. 

Mr. Connors. And what has been your education ¢ 

Mr. Eckert. I have attended the elementary schools in Toledo. 
I have attended Woodward Technical in Toledo. I have attended 
part time in Cleveland College, and I received training by the Com- 
munist Party in Moscow at the Lenin School, sometimes known as 
the Lenin Institute. 

Mr. Connors. Since the completion of youl formal education, your 
childhood education, so to speak, What has been your employme nt< 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, I have worked on numerous jobs. I worked 
with the Genron Wheel Co. in Toledo, the Standard Tent & Awning 
Co. in Toledo, the John Bright Shoe Co, in Toledo, the Newark Shoe 
Co. in Toledo, the Wheeling and Lake Erie Railroad. 

Mr. Connors. About what time or period in your life does this 
employment fall ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Between 1922 and 1937. I have also been a seaman 
for a period of time. I think that about covers it. That is excluding 
my employment by the union, of course, and the Communist Party. 

‘Mr. Connors. By the union, do you mean the International Union 
of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers / 

Mr. Ecxerr. Part of the time I was employed by them; part of the 
time by the National Association of Die Casting Workers. At the 
present time I am employed by the United Automobile Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, you have been, have you not, a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Eckert. I have. 

Mr. Connors. Will you kindly explain to the subcommittee when 
and under what circumstances you joined the Communist “ arty ? 

Mr. Eckert. I joined the Communist Party in the year 1932 or 
1931. I don’t recall exactly which it was. I was signed “ in the 
party by some of the local party people in the city of Toledo. 

Mr. Connors. What transpired with respect to your membership in 
the Communist Party immediately after you entered the party? 
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Mr. Ecxerr. After joining the Communist Party—I was unem- 
ployed at the time. I had been a member of the unemployment coun- 
cils in Toledo, an organization which had as its announced objective 
obtaining work and relief for the unemployed. It had been or- 
ganized on the direction of the Communist Party and was controlled 
by the Communist Party, and after joining the party my assignment 
was to work in the unemployment councils. 

Sometime after joining the party, within a year after joining, I 
believe, I was sent to the Lenin School in Moscow to receive party 


training 
Mr. 
Lenin School ? 

Mr. Eckert. Well, it’s been a long time ago. I don’t remember the 
exact details, but as near as I can recollect, [ was told that the party 
would like to send me to a school to receive training in the program 
ICY of the party. 

the time they asked me if I would go they did not tell me where 
the school was located. 

Mr. Connors. Was that the district organizer of the Communist 
Party in Toledo who first made overtures to you about cong to the 
Le} nox hool ? 

Mr. Ecxrrr. I was a district organizer of the party in the State 
of Ohio. He was from Cleveland. 

\ir. Connors. Was that one B. D. Amis? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Phe Cuarraan. How do you spell that / 

Mr. Eckert. I think it’s A-m-i-s, 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, what was the Lenin School at the time 
you il nded 2 

Mr. Eckxerr. The Lenin School was organized by the Communist 
International in 1926. It was supported by funds supplied by the 
Soviet Government. It is located on Voroskya Street. It is located 


onNorsS. How were you told of your selection to attend the 


key 


directly across the street from the British Embassy. That was the 
ection of the school I was in. There are several branches of the 
Lenin School 

There ; another branch on Vohonka Street. and another one called 


lar Eastern Institute or Far Eastern University, located in an- 
ther section of Moscow. ‘That has students primarily from China 


ind the eastern countries. 

In the section of the school that IT was in, it was for students from 
the »-called western countries: that 1s, wester Kurope and the | nited 
stat 

| v had students from all of those countries, and the vears that 
I was there, which was from the latter part of 1932 until approxi- 
mately February of 1943, they had in attendance in the American 
ector normally about 25 to 30 students 


However, there were students coming and going most of the time. 
During the period of time I was there there must have been altogether 
ibout 50 students from America. 

Mr. Connors. What was the curriculum of the school at the time 
vou attended ? 

. Mr kK KERT. The curri ulum of the s( hool was varied, The sub 
jects taught were the history of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, the history of the Communist Party of the United States, the 
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theory and tactics of the armed uprising, trade-union strike strategy 
and tactics. 

Various methods of codes were taught. 

Mr. Con NORS. What Was the Lele ral thesis ot the course on armed 
uprisings ¢ 

Mr. Eckert. Divided into what they called the theoretical and the 
practical aspect. Theoret ir ally, it consisted of det rmining the most 
effective method of seizing power, of how to take over police stations, 
railway terminals, telegraph stations, and other cvovernmental 
agencies. 

The practical aspect of it consisted of instr iction in the use of 
firearms, hand grenades, certain military tactics. 

Mr. Connors. Were the instructors in these particular courses all 
Russian nationals? 

Mr. ECKERT. No: most of them were R Issa Ss. Some of them were 
Americans. Some were British, German: various nationalities 

Most of the material that we used was translated into English from 
the Russian, and the instructors—almost all of them—spoke English. 

Mr. Connors. Did this course in armed uprisings leave with you 
the definite impression that the Communist Party had a place in its 
general theory of operation for the use of force and violence to seize 
an already established government ? 

Mr. Kx KERT. There is no question about that. Very definitely 
did. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, what was the general thesis of the course 
in labor strikes or labor strategy that you mentioned ¢ 


Mr. Ecxerr. The course consisted of an analysis of past strikes: 
how they were conducted, a study ol those wh h were lo Le and what 
caused them to be lost. It was a vrenel | study of the most effective 
means of carrying on a strike 

Mr. Connors. What was the thesis in this course with respect to 


when a strike should be used, or how it should be used 4 

Mr. Eckert. The Communists have different types of strikes. They 
divide them into different categories: what they call economic strik 
and what they call political strikes. Economic strikes are st 
which have as their objectives the winning of additional wages or 
various better working conditions. 

Strikes of a political nature are strikes to cause the change of certain 
laws or something which is strictly a political nature. 

Mr. Connors. Would it be fair to say that the first category of 
strikes you mentioned might be, from the standpoint of a worker, a 
legitimate strike based upon some grievance, and the second ¢ ategory 
a strike not so legitimate based upon a theory of political thinking? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, I think certainly that is correct. Most of the 
so-called political strikes have not ti aken place in this country. They 
have taken place 1 1 France and other countries. A strike called | 
the Communist Party in France, for example, against certain ‘tied 
passed by a French Parliament would be termed “a political strike” 
in the Communist jargon. 

Mr. Connors. Can you think offhand now of any strike in the United 
States which might come into that second category, the political 
strike ? 

Mr. Eckert. I don’t know of any specifically. 
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Mr. Connors. How long ago did you attend the Lenin School, Mr. 
Eckert ¢ 

Mr. Eckert. From November of 1932 until approximately February 
of 1943. 

Mr. Connors. Did you instruct at any time in the Lenin School? 

Mr. Eckert. No. 

Mr. Connors. Have you given the subcommittee generally the cur- 
riculum of the school as you attended it ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. We have arrived at the hour of 12:15, and I think 
we will take a recess. We will suspend now until 2: 15. 

Kindly return at that time. 

(Thereupon, at 12:15 p. m., a recess was taken to reconvene at 2: 15 
p. m. same day). 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


The hearing reconvened at 2:15 p. m., upon the expiration of the 
recess, 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order, please. 

The witness will take the stand. 

Is there any person or persons in the room who are here under sub- 
pena? If so, they will come forward. Any person who is here under 
subpena come forward. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, at this time I would like to enter my ap- 
pearance on behalf of certain of the witnesses. 

The Cuamman. That is all right. You may list the witnesses 
for whom you appear. 

Mr. Krivxe. Maurice Travis, Jack Clark, Rod Holmgren, Albert 
Skinner, Orville Larson, and Graham Dolan. 

The CHamman. Gentlemen, you will raise your right hands and 
be sworn. 

You and each of you do solemnly swear that the testimony you will 
give before the Subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the ruth, so help you God? 

Mr. Travis. I do. 

Mr. Cruark. I do. 

Mr. Skinner. I do. 

Mr. Donan. I do. 

Mr. Larson. I do. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I do. 

The CrrarrmMan. Gentlemen, you will be excluded from the room. 
The marshal will afford a place for you to be comfortable, and you will 
be called one by one dui ing the a fternoon. 

Mr. Krirxe. May I ask that the other witnesses also be excluded? 

The Crarrman. You are not making any requests here. What 
witness do you refer to? 

Mr. Krirxe. For instance, Mr. Matthews, who is still under sub- 
pena, and Mr.—well, others. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Matthews has already testified, I think. 

Mr. Krirke. I think he has not been released, though. 

The Cuairman. Very well. You will follow the insfructions of the 
chairman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 
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Before you do, however, I want to say, ladies and gentlemen, that 
we have a rather close room and the acoustics are not very good. The 
Chair will ask those in attendance to assist the committee by main- 
taining quiet as much as possible, because it is not so easy to hear a 
witness in any event. 


TESTIMONY OF KENNETH ECKERT, AVON LAKE, OHIO—Resumed 


Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, before resuming the rest of your testi- 
mony, which was interrupted by recess this morning, I would like to 
say that I realize that it is distasteful to you to testify with respect to 
your background in the Communist Party. I wonder if at this time 
vou have any general statement that you would like to make along 
these lines. 

Mr. Eckert. I would like to say that I am appearing before this 
committee reluctantly and only as a result of a subpena. That is not 
because of any reluctance to tell what I know about how the Commu- 
nist Party has controlled the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 
Rather, it is based on the belief that we in the labor movement are best 
able to eliminate the control that the Communists have been able to 
seize in some of these unions such as Mine, Mill, and I think that the 
record of the labor movement and the record as far as this particular 
union is concerned will bear that out that we have been effective in 
helping the membership of Mine, Mill in over 100 local unions to free 
itself from the Communist leadership. 

It is for that reason that I do appear before this committee reluc- 
tantly, but I was subpenaed and in view of that I am here to tell the 
committee whatever I can as to how the Communist Party was able to 
control this union. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, had you finished describing the curric- 
ulum of the Lenin School at the period of time in which you attended 
the Lenin School ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Will you state that question again ? 

Mr. Connors. At recess time you were discussing generally the cur- 
riculum of the Lenin School in Moscow at the period of time you at- 
tended that school. I wonder if you have anything to add to those 
comments, 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, the curriculum consisted of the subjects that I 
mentioned this morning. Those were the theoretical subjects that we 
studied. Our studies at the school also consisted of what was called 
practical work: that is, we visted many factories in and around 
Moscow and some other cities. 

We were sent to various parts of the country, sometimes to make 
speeches before groups in Russian factories, sometimes merely to 
study the set-up and workings of the Soviet ‘state apparatus in the 
Provinces, cities, and munic ipal ; governments. At one time for an 
entire ‘month we toured various parts of the country, meeting in fac- 
tories and before various groups in order to study at first hand how 
the Soviet state machinery operated. 

At another time we were sent—part of us, at least—to the southern 
part of Russia to what was supposed to be a rest home for workers. 
We found out, however, there were ve ry few workers there; that most 
of the people there were the elite from the Communist hierarchy, Gov- 
ernment officials, army, navy, trade-union bureaucracy, and so on. 
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That generally is the type of studies that we had at the school. 

Mr. Connors. In order that the record may be perfectly clear with 
respect to the Lenin School, let me ask if attend: nce at that school was 
restricted to members in good standing of the various Communist 
parties of the world? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, ve ry definite ly nobody ¢: ame to the school unless 
they were a me smber of the Communist Party and selected by the part) 
of their particular country to attend that school. When they reached 
the Soviet Union they became members of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union 3 months after arriving at the school. 

kor that 3-month perl iod they were not members. They were sort of 
on a probationary basis until their background had been investigated 
by the OGPU a other investigations made. 

At the time of being taken into the members hij of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union you were transferred from the Communist 
Party of the particular country you came from, and by that method 
you were respon ible entire ly to the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, and the Communist Party of the United States had no respon 
sibility or control directly. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, what happened with respect to your 
Communist Party assignments after you returned to the United States 
from the Lenin Sehool ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. When I returned to the United States I was assigned 
to return to my home town, Toledo, Ohio, and resume work in the un 
employed organization, and also to attempt to organize a union in the 
shipy: irds in Toledo, Ohio. 

My recollection is that we were successful in setting upa small unit 
of what was then called the Shipy: urd Workers Industrial Union o1 
some such name as that. It was one of the group of unions afliliated 
with the so-called Trade-Union Unity League, which was an organi 
zation the Communist Party had created in the thirties of trade-unions. 

The efforts at organizing were not too successful at that time. and 
subsequently the A. F. of L. set up the Committee for Industrial 
Organization, which had phenomenal suecess, which is a matter of 
record now, and the Trade-Union Unity League on the instructions 
of the party abandoned efforts to set up these Trade-Union Unity 
League unions and transferred work inside the American Federation 
of Labor at that time. 

My assignment also, as I said before, was to work in the unemployed 
movement. 

Mr. Connors. By your “assignment,” do you mean an assignment 
given to you by the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Were you interviewed upon your return to the United 
States by Johnny Williamson ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 


Mr. Connors. Who was Johnny Williamson? ‘ 
Mr. Ecxerr. Johnny Williamson is or was the national organiza- 
tional secretary of the Communist Party. At that time he was the 


Ohio State organizer of the Communist Part ¥. 
Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, will you trace in fairly brief detail your 


Communist Party assignments up until the time you came into the 
International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers? 
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Mr. Eckert. Sometime in late 1934 or possibly early in 1935, I was 
made city organizer, or secretary, I think it was called, of the Com- 
munist Party in Toledo, and I remained secret: ivy of the Communist 
Party in Toledo I think until about 1936, at which time I returned 
to my job on the railroad. 

I had been a railroad brakeman prior to joining the Communist 
Party and going to the Lenin School. I think I remained as a brake- 
man on the railroad for another year and again returned sometime 
in 1937 as Communist Party secretary in Toledo. 

I remained as party secretary in Toledo till approximately some- 
time in 1939 or possibly 1940. My memory is not too accurate on 
some of those dates. 

At that time I was removed as secretary of the Communist Party 

| Toledo by decision of the State committee of the Communist Party 
on the grounds that I allegedly had so-called Trotzkyist leanings and 
after being removed as party secretary I went to the west coast and I 
worked at a number of odd jobs in San Francisco and finally sailed 
on a ship as an engine wiper at sea. 

Subsequent to that, I returned to Toledo, Ohio. I tried to get a 
job in Toledo. I was not successful because I was quite well known, 
that is, my background. I went to Adrian, Mich., which is about 40 
miles from Toledo, and went to work in a plant there. 

This plant was organized into the National Association of Die Cast- 
ing Workers, which was a separate union affiliated with the CIO. 
Later I was sent by that union into the city of Detroit to attempt to 
organize two unorganized die-casting plants in Detroit, the Michigan 
Die Casting Co. and the Congress Die Casting Co. 

I was successful in organizing both of those plants into the National 
Association of Die Casting Workers. 

Mr. Connors. About what year was this, Mr. Eckert ? 

Mr. Eckert. That was definitely in 1940. In the spring of 1941 I 
was sent to Los Ange nes | Calif., to take over a strike which had been 
dlecided to be called in that ¢ ity. I remained in California then as the 
revional director of the National Association of Die Casting Workers 
for a rather brief period of time, 7 or 8 months. I don’t recall exactly 
which, 

Mr. Connors. May I interrupt to ask you if at that time you were 
a member of the Communist Party ? 


Mr. Ecxerr. At the time that I was removed as secretary of the 
Communist Party in Toledo, my membership was not active. Ac- 
tually, I don’t know what my status was. I had in my own mind at 


least severed connections although I had not done it organizationally 
in any formal way. I did not resume an active membership in the 
party until after I went to California. It was sometime while I was in 
California when I had become active in the labor movement—the Com- 
munist Party was interested in the die casters as they are in every 
union, and they made efforts to convince me to resume my member- 
ship in the Communist Party, which I did. I was tr: ansferred by the 
lie casters to Chicago, IIl., and in Chicago I worked with Al Skinner, 
who was the regional director of the die casters in Chicago. 

Mr. Connors. At this time were you again a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 
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Mr. Ecxerr. I was a member of the Communist Party. Al Skin- 
ner was the regional director of the die casters in Chicago. He got 
ill during a strike there at a plant in Chicago and I became the 
regional director of the die casters in Chicago. 

Later I was transferred by the die casters back to Los Angeles 
where I became the regional director of the die casters in Los Angeles 
again. 

During this time the leadership of the die casters were conducting 
negotiations with the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers with the idea 
of merging the die casters with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

The decision was made to make that merger and the die casters 
agreed to merge with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. The 
die casters were set up as a division within the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers and I was given the title, I believe, in southern 
California, of southern coordinator of Mine, Mill in California. 

About that time Maurice Travis was coordinator in northern Cali- 
fornia. He had been coordinator of the entire State at the time 
of the merger and I became the coordinator in southern California. 

Mr. Connors. Is that the same Maurice Travis who is now secretary- 
treasurer of the IUMMSW ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That is correct. 

In 1942 this merger ee place and in that year the Mine, Mill 
Union had a convention in Denver. In the meantime the mechanics 
of the merger between the die casters and Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers was not working out very favorably, at least from the 
standpoint of the die casters. There was considerable feeling among 
the die casters against Mine, Mill and for breaking off the merger. 

The executive head of the die casters at that time decided to break 
off the merger at the convention of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
in Denver in 1942. He polled the feeling of each of the regional 
directors of the die casters, of the five regional directors. That was 
California, Chicago, Cleveland, Toledo, and the eastern area. He 
polled their sentiments toward breaking it off. 

I replied by telegram that it was my feeling that the merger should 
be broken off. This was contrary to the party decision because the 
party’s position was that the merger with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers should be made—— 

Mr. Connors. When you say party, do you mean the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Eckert. Communist Party, that is correct. And they were 
also against breaking the merger off. Nevertheless, the die casters 
did decide to break the merger off and left the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers convention in Denver in 1942 and returned to Toledo to 
hold a convention of the die casters and reestablish it as a separate 
union. 

In the meantime, on instructions of the Communist Party the 
regional director in the East, Irving Dichter, the regional director 
of the die casters in Chicago, Al Skinner, and the regional director 
of Cleveland, Al Balint, deceased, came to Toledo and began to try 
to persuade the delegates to the die casters convention that a mistake 
had been made and that the merger should go back on as originally 


planned. 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 49 


Mr. Connors. Of those three individuals whom you just men- 
tioned, how many, if any, were or are known to you as members of 
the Communist Party / 

Mr. Eckert. All three were members of the party at that time. 

Mr. Connors. And the Al Skinner you mentioned a moment ago 
is the same Al Skinner who is now international representative of the 
IUMMSW ? 

Mr. Ecxrrr. Yes. They were able to persuade the majority of 
the delegates to go back with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
and the merger was in effect again, and remained in effect until 
1948. | | 

Subsequent to that meeting in Toledo I was called before party 
leaders in Los Angeles and questioned why I had sent the telegram 
to the die casters in Toledo urging that the merger with Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers be broken. I stated the reason was because 
I felt that it was the correct thing to do and I was officially censured 
by the Communist Party for that action. 

I remained as director of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
in southern California until I went into the Army in 1944. 

Mr. Connors. Let me ask a question at that point. 

The censure which you drew from the Communist Party was as a 
result of activity you had undertaken on behalf of the southern Cali- 
fornia district of the LUMMSW;; is that correct / 

Mr. Eckert. Well, it was a result of my telegram, which tele- 
gram had influence with some of the delegates to the die casters 
with whom I had influence, because that position was contrary to the 
party decision. That is why I was censured. 

Mr. Connors. Your telegram and your role in this area was that 
of a labor organizer; is that correct? 

Mr. Eckert. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. And the Communist Party censured you because of 
the activity you took as a labor organizer ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Because I put what I considered to be a trade-union 
matter ahead of a party decision. 

Mr. Connors. In other words, when you took this action, you took 
it for the welfare of the trade-unionists rather than for the welfare 
of the Communist Party. Is that a correct summation / 

Mr. Eckert. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Will you continue, if you please ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That brings you up to the point where I went into 
the Army. The original question, I believe, was up to the time that 
we merged with the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Then will you just relate briefly your military experi- 
ence and your subsequent employment with the IUMMSW ‘ 

Mr. Ecxerr. As a member of the Armed Forces I was in the Five 
Hundred and Fifteenth Field Artillery, Seventh Army, under General 
Patch, and in the course of serving in the European theater of op- 
erations I came into contact with many of the displaced persons from 
the Soviet Union and from some of the other satellite countries of 
Russia, particularly after V-day in the Army of occupation. 

I went to great lengths and took every possibility and every op- 
portunity to discuss with the Russians the matter of conditions as they 
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existed in the Soviet Union, and I was ee interested from 
the period after I left the Lenin School, because while I was in the 
Lenin School I had, as 1 am sure the vast majority of the students 
had, many questions and many doubts about the official doctrine of 
the Comm unist r arty. 

We = 1 been told in this — that this was a Socialist father- 
land, the Saceie ment was run by the workers for the workers, and 
Seana to the Soviet Union and saw poverty which is beyond my power 
to describe. The conditions of the peop le who were employed were 
infin itely worse thi an the unemp loved 1 this country. The food con- 
sisted of a piece ot b lack brea | and a bow] of soup for workers who 
had to work at a terrific pace in factories all day. 

On the other hand, we saw the hierarchy of the Soviet Government, 
the trade-union officials, the party bureaucrats, and Government 
ls who led a life of comparative luxury, who had cars with 
chauffeurs, who attended the best theaters, ate in the best restaurants, 
and had good food. 


is 
olicia 


Phe contrast between the living standards of the hierarchy in 
Soviet Russia and the man and woman who worked for a living 


yas an even greater contrast than there was in this country between 
the we thy ana the unemployed. 

And in the Kuropean theater of operations I was Prep eagesest to 
try and satisfy for myself insofar as I could by taiking t » people, 
whether conditions had changed in Russia. We had been told that 


this tl 


t 
a temporary pt henomenon, that Russia has to YO through these 
hard hips u 1 order to buile Lupin LUSTY and so On, 

I learned from thes displaced persons, rrom released Russian pris- 
oners of war, and salbien: that rather than this @ rap be ing narrowed 
between the elite in Russia and the workers, that the gap was grow- 
i@ larger all the time, that actually a hierarchy had been created 
ere, That, plus other things that had happened during my time in 
the party, the pact that the Russians made with Nazi Germany, the 
various changes in party line, arbitrary decisions which obviously were 
based on whatever the forelgn policy at any time was, caused me to 
not only have serious doubts, but to reach the conviction pretty much 
that the ideas that IT had held as far as the Soviet state being a workers’ 


paradise, that actually it was a workers’ hell, and I determined at 
that time to break with the Communist Pa ty. 

When I returned to the United States, however, I became involved 
In many aspects of union work and work in the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 


Wo lk rs, Whil 


that qieC TS lOn. 


h I will relate further on, which caused me to delay 


Mi OURWINE. When did you get back to the United states / 

Mir Ie KIERT, 1945. October 

Mr. Connors. Immediately upon your return to the United States, 
did you resume your affiliation with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Union / 

Mr. Eckert. Yes, I did. 

Mir. Connors. Mr. Eckert, we want to 2o over that portion of your 
testimony in some detail. I think it well before we do to identify 
niuMerou people whom you must mention in order to give uS a COo- 
herent picture. IT would like to run down that list of names and ask 
you, first of all, if you know these individuals. Do you know Maurice 
Travis / 
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Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Maurice Travis as a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Maurice Travis? 

Mr. Ecxerr. I have attended many party meetin 
Travis. 

Mr. Connor. Do you know Al or Albert Skinner ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Albert Skinner as a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Skinner? 

Mr. Eckert. Very many of them. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Orville Larson ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Orville Larson / 

Mr. Eckert. No. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know him as a Communist Party member? 

Mr. Eckerr. Not as a Communist Party member. 

Mr. CONNORS. Will you explain to the subcommittee how you do 
know Orville Larson ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. I know Orville Larson from Mine, Mill meetings held 
in Various parts of the country. I believe he was an organizer in the 
western part of the United States and in that capacity attended a 
number of Mine, Mill meetings. I became acquainted with him at 
those meetings. 

Mr. Connors. Did Orville Larson to your certain knowledge col- 
laborate with known Communists for the purpose of furthering 
Communist Party aims or activities ? 

Mr. Eckrrr. Orville Larson in my opinion has collaborated with 
Communists on many occasions. What his objectives were I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Graham Dolan? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Graham Dolan as a Communist? 

Mr. Ecxert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Graham Dolan? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Rod Holmgren ? 

Mr. Eckert. No; I do not. 

Mr. Conners. Do you know Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Clinton Jencks as a Communist ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know John or Jack Clark? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 


25258—52——-5 
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Mr. Connors. Do you know Jack Clark as a Communist ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. You better define what you mean by Communist. 

Mr. Connors. I take it you have not attended Communist Party 
meetings with Jack Clark. 

Mr. Ecxerr. I don’t know of any official party meetings that I may 
have attended with Jack Clark. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Jack Clark as a person who has col- 
laborated with known members of the Communist Party to further 
the aims of these known members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Eckxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I interrupt? You answered a series of ques- 
tions about several — as to whether you knew them as aon 
munists and in several cases you said “Yes.” Now in answering those 
questions, was it your connot: ition of the use of the word “Communist’ 
that it meant member of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Eckerr. In those cases I meant a dues-paying member of the 
Communist Party. In my own mind I or differentiate between a 
member who pays dues and one who carries out the party program 
without paying dues. He is in effect in a common-law marriage with 
the Communists and is as much a Communist as anybody else. 

Mr. Sourwrne. In these particular cases you have n: amed where you 

said you attended Communist Party meetings with the men you meant 
in those cases dues-paying members ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Would you continue, if you please, Mr. Eckert, to 
develop your association with the Communist Party 4 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ask Mr. Eckert if he knew Chase Powers? 

Mr. Connors. Not yet. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Herman Clott / 

Mr. Eckerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Herman Clott ? 

Mr. Eckert. Herman Clott at the present time I believe, from read- 
ing the union publication of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, is their 
legislative representative from Washington. 

Mr. Arens. What information can you supply the committee with 
reference to his Communist Party affiliation or past Communist Party 
affiliation ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, during my tenure of membership in the Commu- 
nist Party I attended many meetings with Herman Clott and know 
him as officially a dues-paying member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. I think the record should be clear on that. Would you 
give your answer again just so there is no possible mistake. What in- 
formation do you have which you can supply the committee with refer- 
ence to the Communist Party affiliations of Herman Clott ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, I have attended numerous party meetings with 
Herman Clott where decisions were made affecting the policies of the 
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. He was quite active in Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Sourwinr. You mean you attended Communist Party meetings 
with him ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended closed Communist Party meetings 
with him in which meetings only a Communist could be in attend: ince? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That is correct. 
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Mr. Arens. Therefore do you identify Herman Clott as a person 
who was to vour knowledge at a given time a member of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, one further preliminary question: Is it 
a practice on occasion for the Communist Party, w ith respect to labor 
unions particularly, to sometimes hold back the (¢ ommunist Party 
membership of an individual who has achieved a position of import- 
ance in the union and on whom the Communist Party can count to 
carry out their directives 4 . 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes; that was commonly done to prominent people 
both in labor and other fields whom the party felt should not be open 
Communists. Thev sometimes were not card-carrying members of 
the Communist Party, but met with Communist leaders, and carried 
out Communist policies in the organization in which they had been 
assigned to work. In some of these cases the Communist Party would 
not have accepted the membership even if they had requested member- 
ship because they were much more valuable to the party working the 
way that they were working than they would be as an official member 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Was it the party’s position that through this device 
an officer of a union might be pointed to by the Communist Party and 
labeled, not as a Communist, but as someone in a union who had no 
membership in the Communist Party / 

Mr. Eckert. That was a common method of operation by the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Is there any person now, an officer of the Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers Union, who holds such a position ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, in my opinion the president of the union, Jack 
Clark, is for all purposes a Communist, who follows the Communist 
line. I have had many conversations with Jack Clark, especially dur 
ing the time that we were breaking away from Mine, Mill, and I am 
convinced in my own mind—lI am convinced because of the things that 
Clark did—and it was obvious, that he wanted to make the break, but 
knowing the workings of the Communist Party inside a union such 
as Mine, Mill as I know it, I know that it would be impossible for Jack 
Clark to break away from the Communists and Mine, Mill and Smel- 
ter Workers without them doing the kind of hatchet job on him of 
character assassination that they have done on every individual who 
has exercised his right to break his affiliations with the Communists in 
that union and other unions. 

The Communists control the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 
through a simple method, and that is by having the overwhelming 
majority of the staff members, better than 90 percent, considerably 
over 90 percent of the staff members, members of the Communist Party. 
hey are the precinct committeemen, so to speak, of the union move- 
ment. They are the people who negotiate the contracts. They are 
the people who go into management to settle the grievances. Thev 
are the people who build up the prestige of the rank and file. and 


I, 


having that prestige, the rank and file will listen to them and have 
respect for their opinions more than they would for Jack Clark or any 
one individual who might occupy a similar position. } 
_ Therefore, Jack Clark—I don’t say this idly; I read the official pub- 
lication of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers regularly, and I have 
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read with a great deal of interest his recent report to the convention— 
the ideas he a han ates there, or at least they are written under his sig- 
ature, Ae not differ in one iota from the ideas advocated by the Daily 
Worker and the Communist Party, and those ideas today are to ad- 


Vo ite ¢ lisarmament by the United States, the so-called peace program 
to lvocate poli cles that are advocated by the Foreign Office of the 
Soviet Union; in other words, to weaken the American Republic 
wherever possible. 

That is one of the a ims of the Communists inside the Mine, Mill 
ind Smelter Workers today, and through Jack Clark, who in my opin- 
on is nothing more than a figurehead, has no real authority in the 
union whatsoever, they further their aims. They use him as they use 
many people in a similar position, 


Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, by way of further background, there is 
no doubt in your own mind, is there, that the Communist Party is an 
international conspiracy ? , 

Mr. Eckert. Well, having been associated with them internation- 
ally there is no doubt in mv mind. 

Mr. Connors. There is no doubt ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. No doubt 


Mr. Connors. While I realize that you cannot speak for many 
sihcis aanentauncathihae lemaendia Party, to the | vest of your knowledge 
is it possible for a man or woman to be a dues-} aAVvIng, eard-« ‘arrying 


member of the Communist Party over more ths an 6 aeitiea without 
realizing that the Communist Party is an international conspiracy ? 

Mr. Eckerr. Well, I think it is possible for many well-meaning 
people to be members of the Communist Party without realizing that. 

Mr. Connors. You think that the majority of the Communist 
Party leaders in this country realize and know that the Communist 
Party is an intern: itional conspire cy § 

Mr. Ecxerr. I think the leaders of the Communist Party certainly 
realize that very defin itely. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Eckert, during the time that you were identified 
with the Mine, Mill Union, what contact, if any, did you have with 
leading Communists who were not immediately identified with the 
Mine, Mill ¢ 

Mr. Eckert. The Communist Party method of oper: ation from the 
top is to assign one top official of the Communist Party to be respon- 
ible for a particular union. That person is the liaison between the 
party and the leaders of that union who may be Communists. In the 
case of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers it was Gil Green who 
was the State organizer of the Communist Party in Illinois. The 
party steering committee of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers met 
frequently with Gil Green, and on several occasions Maurice Travis 
and myself met with the top leaders of the Communist Party in New 
York City and other places. 

Mr. Arens. When you met with these top leaders of the Communist 
Party, did you meet for discussion, or for the reception of directives? 

Mr. Eckert. Both. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, would you develop now at your own 
pace in chronological order your activity in the Mine, Mill and Smel- 
ter Workers after your return from the Army mentioning such meet- 
ings as Mr. Arens has referred to ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. I'll have to refer to some of the notes I have here. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. For the record, those are notes which you made 
yourself, are they not? 

Mr. Ecxert. By way of expl: wnation of -~ notes, I testified before 
the CIO trial committee. I heard the Mine, Mill and Smelter Work 
ers case and charges, and before cokitvine there I spent some tin 
making notes on the basis of my memory ot events inside the Mine. 
Mill and Smelter Workers, meetings I had held, had attended, and 
so on, and I gave that testimony to the ClO. This is a transeript 
of that testimony, and I have made some notes from that testimony 
here. These are the notes that I am referring to. 

The Cuairman. They are notes of your own making? 

Mr. Ecxerr. These are notes of my a making: that is correct, 
Senator. Upon my discharge from the Army at Camp Atterbury, 
Ind., in October 1945, the die-casting division of the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers were holdin g their national conference in the city 
of Cleveland, and one of the points on the agenda was to select a 
successor to the head of the die-casting division who had resigned. 

There were two candidates for the oflice, the late Alex Balint, who 
was re ion: il director of the die casters in Cleveland. and Pete Zvara, 
who eae Cone tor of the die casters in thee ity ol ‘Cleveland. 

Mr. ON NORS., Vere these tw » individuals known to you as members 
of the Cosmentaa Party? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Balint was known to me as a member of the Com- 
munist Party. Zvara had not been a member of the party for some 
years. Balint was the official can didate the party Was sponsoring for 
the post. Zvara was the oflicial candidate of the so-called right wing, 
th: at is, the group 1 in the clie easters who were Opp sed to the (‘om- 
munist leadership of Mine, Mill as exemplified at that time by Reid 
Robinson, Maurice Travis, and others. 

The conference was closely divided in votes. It was not possible 
to select either one of those candidates without throwi Ing the entire 
council into turmoil. I finally was selected as the compromise can- 
didate rather than either Balint or Zvara, and I became head of the 
die-casting division of Mine, Mill, which under the constitution of 
Mine, Mill automatically made me a member of the international 
executive board of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. 

Oce upyll lg that position, which the party re arded as an i nportant 
pos ition, Important be ause they regard it hrst of all, Mine, Mill 
IS a very important uhnlol 

The ‘HAIRMAN. When you use the term “the party,” mav we wl der 


stand in each instance you mean the Communist Party? 

Mr. Eckerr. "That correct, Senator. The ¢ ceotaeeal Party r 
garded the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers as one of the key unions 
in America because of its strategic position in the non oven metals 


ndustry, and also because they have locals in Alas ka in clos prox 
imity to the Soviet ee That is an interesting note because the 
Mine, Mill a1 1d Sme!l x Workers locals up there, which are completely 
dominated ve the Ce ommunist Party, are only 40 miles from Soviet 

Russia. Because of the import: ince they attach | to » Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers they made spec ial efforts to reactivate me in the 
Communist Party. I became active in the party again from that time 
until the time I left Mine, Mill and Smelter Worker Workers or just 
prior to leaving Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers in 1948 
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After a sort of a probationary period—and by probationary I mean 
a period of time during which the C ommunist Party ms ade up its 
mind whether I could be a — member after having been dis- 


ciplined on two other occasions in Toledo where I was removed as 
party secretary and in Los Ange ties where I had gone counter to party 
decisions advocating the breaking off of the merger of the Mine, 
Mill oui I spoke of here earlier—after that period, : 1 relative- 


ly short period, about 6 months, I believe, I was put on what was called 
the steering committee of the Communist Party in Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. What was that steering committee, Mr. Eckert? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That was the top party committee that worked in 
the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. These were individuals who were members of the 
Communist Party and who also oceupied positions of importance in 
the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Ecxerrr. That’s correct. 

Mr. Connors. And did they take orders from the Communist 
Party at that time? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Absolutely. Yes. That committee, of course, was set 
up in Mine, Mill as it is set up in other unions. It is the organizational 
apparatus by which the Communist Party transmits its decisions into 
a trade-union or any other organization, for that matter, and makes the 
decisions of the Communist Party the decisions of the particular 
organization. 

Mr. Connors. Who was on that steering committee at that time? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Maurice Travis, myself, Al Skinner, and Chase 
Powers, the board members from the western area in California. 

Mr. Connors. And those three other individuals were all known to 
you as members of the Communist Party; is that correct? 

Mr. Eckert. That’s correct. 

Mr. Connors. And from what official of the Communist Party at 
that time did you receive your instructions? 

Mr. Ecxerr. From Gil Green, the State organizer of the Com- 
munist Party in Illinois, and at various other times Travis and I met 
with top officials of the party nationally. 

Mr. Connors. What top officials; do you recall at the moment? 

Mr. Eckerr. John Williamson. 

Mr. Connors. That is the same man who interviewed you when you 
returned from the Lenin School ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes, the national secretary of the Communist Party 
at that time; William Z. Foster, national chairman of the Communist 
Party at that time; Eugene Dennis, and other top leaders of the 
Communist Party. We would meet with them periodically in order 
to discuss matters affecting the Communist Party in Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers and sometimes in the labor movement generally as 
to the particular policy that we should advocate in Mine, Mill as 
Communists. 

This steering committee frequency called in to its meetings other 
prominent leaders of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. Meet- 
ings were seldom held just as a meeting of four, although sometimes 
we did meet just as a committee of four, but at various times we would 
call in other top people in Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers who were 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 57 


Communists, and that, of course, was nearly all of them, nearly all of 
the top people in Mine, Mill. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall a meeting at the Russian Cooperative 
Restaurant in Chicago in May of 1946? 

Mr. Eckert. I recall the meeting well. I think that was the date. 

Mr. Connors. Can vou, by referring to your notes, tell the sub- 
committee what transpired there ? 

The CuamrMan. Where was this? 

Mr. Connors. Chicago, Il. 

The Cuarrman. He mentioned some particular place / 

Mr. Connors. At a restaurant called the Russian Cooperative 
Restaurant ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That’s correct, the Russian Cooperative Restaurant. 
I think it was coincidental that we met in the Russian Cooperative 
Restaurant. We could have just as well met somewhere else and 
accomplished the same thing. That was in May 1946. Present were 
all or nearly all of the staff members of Mine, Mill who were Com- 
munists and nearly all the staff members were members of the 
Communist Party. 

In addition to that other key party personnel in Mine, Mill who were 
not on the staff, but who worked in plants and so on, were called in. 

Mr. Connors. Was Maurice Travis present at that meeting? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was Al Skinner present ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was Graham Dolan present ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. I do not recall whether Dolan was present at that 
meeting or not. 

Mr. Connors. Was John Clark at that meeting? 

Mr. Eckert. No. 

Mr. Connors. John Clark was not then the president of the union, 
was he? 

Mr. Eckert. No; he was not. 

The Cuatrman. Who was the president at that time ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. They had so many of them. TI believe that Reid Rob- 
inson was president at that time. I am not exactly positive about 
that. Let’s see, 1946, ves, I am sure he was. This was quite a large 
meeting. The main points on the agenda were to discuss a so-called 
10-point program for the union which had been drawn up by Maurice 
Travis, discussed in the steering committee, and submitted to this 
enlarged party meeting at the Russian Cooperative Restaurant. 

This 10-point program was adopted as proposed with possibly 
minor modifications to it. It later was officially adopted by the 
Cleveland convention of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers that 
year. 

Mr. Connors. Is it your testimony here that this 10-point program 
was first formulated by the Communist Party, then adopted by the 
executive board, and then adopted by the membership at large of 
the union ? 

Mr. Eckert. No; that’s not the method by which it was done. 

Mr. Connors. Can you explain how it ws ast 

Mr. Eckert. It was first discussed by the steering committee of 
four of the party. It was then submitted to this enlarged party 
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meeting held in this Russian Cooperative Restaurant. From that 
meeting 1t was taken to V h it Was called the progressive Caucus inside 


the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. There were two large groups 
inside the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, the right wing and the 
left \ o, so-called. 


Che left wing called themselves the progressive caucus. It consisted, 
first of all, of the party peopl »on the staff of Mine, Mill or who might 
be members of the Mine, Mill and not on _ sti aff, who migh it bee alled 
in from time to time. It also consisted of certain nonparty people 
who were on the staff of Mine, Mill and other people in Mine, Mill 
who were not on the st: aff. This was the group which inv: ariab ly the 
steel ng committee would take its proposals to, its party decisions, 
and e} ‘savor to get them acd ypted by the progressive caucus as the 
proposals of the progressive ¢ aucus, and almost always these decisions 
were adopted, sometimes with minor modification. 

The progressive caucus then would make these proposals where it 
was necessary to have them approved by the international executive 
board to the international executive board of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers, which was almost evenly divided between the right 
and the left. Those decisions then usually would become the decisions 
of the international union of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers as 
the international executive board and sometimes, as in 
the case of this 10-point program, submitted to the international union 
convention, as was done in this instance, the Cleveland convention in 
1946, and became adopted by the convention as the official program 

he ae Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

It ori oinated in the steering committee, passed. down to this large 
party meeting, then to the progressive caucus, the international execu- 
tive board, and finally adopted by the international convention, which 
became the official pos ition of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Then irrespective of the various channels through 
which this program went, it started with the Communist Party and 
crystallized as doctrine or a program of the union as a whole; is that 
right‘ 

Mr. Ecxerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. What was the membership of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers at that time, approximately ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, around a hundred thousand. I think at one 
time it went up to 126,000. 

Mr. Connors. When the convention adopted this program it pur- 
port | te spe ak for the entire membe rship; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. fees kerT. The convention purported to speak for the entire 
m Ip, and constitutionally of course could do that. 

Mi Conn ms. Yes. Then you had as end result the convention 
adopt ng a program which originated with a small number of people 
who were Communist Party members and was later adopted as the 
program of over 100,000 members; is that essentially correct ? 

Mi. Ecxerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Now, the vast majority of the members of the union 
were, I take it, not Communists. Is that a fair statement ? 

Ir. Eckert. We a ves, the overwhe Iming majority. I am sure that 
the party membership in the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers never 


. ° 
dec} OnS O] 


averaged 1 percent at any time, or hardly any other organization. 
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Mr. Connors. So that then a small number of Communists, even 
four, even the steering committee, could commit a union of 100,000 
members to a program which they, the four Communists, or a few 
more Communists, originated ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. It not only could, but did and does, obviously. 

Mr. Arens. How many Communist members were there in this pro- 
gressive caucus ¢ 

Mr. Eckert. Well, the size of the caucus varied a great deal. It 
was a very loosely formed oe and depending on where it was 
held the number varied. If was held in Chicago it would be a 
larger number because the staff members who were in Chicago would 
attend. It would depend on where the meeting was held, but most 
meetings of the pigrenise eaucus—perhaps I should explain. We 
had the progressive caucus of the international executive board which 
consisted of just the members of the international executive board. 
We sometimes broadened it out and called it the progressive caucus 
of the convention, for example, which would consist of as many people 
as we could get to attend the meeting who agreed with our ideas, so the 
number varied a great deal. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Eckert, in some unions they have what they call a 
shop steward arrangement whereby there is within each shop a person 
selected by the leadership of the union to promulgate and carry out 
the union policies. Is there and has there been within the Mine, Mill 
Union a post or an office similar to that of a shop steward in other 
unions ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes, Mine, Mill has shop stewards. 

Mr. Arens. They have shop stewards ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who selects the shop stewards? 

Mr. Eckert. Generally I think that they are either wei is. or in 
some cases where it is difficult to get somebody to serve as a shop 
steward the local union president or local union executive board miain 
appoint them. 

Mr. Arens. Are the shop stewards under the direction so far as 
union activity is concerned, of the leadership of the union? 

Mr. Eckert. Well, insofar as it affects union matters they operate 
under the union contract. They are the direct contact with man- 
agement at the foreman level. Their counterpart in management is 

foreman. 

Mr. Arens. How far down in the structure of the union organiza- 
tion to your knowledge did the Communist personnel infiltrate it ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. The Communist personnel did not seep very far down 

in Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers because if it had it would be 
very much larger here and there might be a shop steward who ee 
be a member of the Communist Party, or a local union president, « 
a local member of the executive committee, or shop committee, but by 
and large the control of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers by the 
Communist Party was exercised from the top, which I am sure is true 
In every union where the Communist Party is. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell in a word to the subcommittee how the 
Communist Party leadership was able to maintain itself in control 
when they had to have votes of the membership ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, the votes that the leadership of Mine, Mill was 


interested in. of course, were, No. 1, the referendum vote of election 
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to offices, international officers, president, vice president, secretary- 
treasurer, and the board members. 

They were also interested, of course, in controlling certain key 
local union posts. Special attention was paid to them. 

As to the method by which they could influence voting, I stated 
earlier that this control was exercised through the staff. The staff 
ot the people who have contacts with the membership would Zo out 
and campaign for their particular candidate; they would get up in 
the meetings and speak for him, and they were not above stuffing the 
ballot boxes where that was necessary to do. 

Mr. Arens. Did the leadership at any time make known to the 
membership, the rank-and-file membership, their Communist Party 
affiliations and connection 

Mr. Eckert. Will you repeat that question again ? 

Mr. Arens. Did the leadership of the Mi ne, Mil Union or unions 
affiliated with it, make known to the membership their Communist 
affiliations and connections ? 

Mr. Eckert. The only time that I know of anybody making known 
their membership is when M: aurice Travis decl: ared publicly that he 
was resigning from the Communist Party so he could sign the non- 
Communist affidavit. I don’t know of any other occasion where they 
may have announced it publicly. They may have here and there to 
groups which they thought they could control, 

Mr. Arens. W hen you testified before the CIO board, you identi- 
fied a number of individuals in the positions of leadership in the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers as Communists, did you not ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know Nat Witt as a member of the Com 
munist Party membership ? 

Mr. Eckert. At the close of my testimony and the testimony of 
the other people at the CIO trial in Washington Mine, Mill asked for 
a recess. They said that a number of individuals had been named 
as Communists. Some of them were located at long distances and 
they wanted time to bring these people back to testify on their own 
behalf. 

The chairman of the trial committee, Mr. Potofsky, asked the Mine, 
Mill attorney, Nathan Witt, if he wanted to cross-examine any of the 
witnesses. He said they did not want to cross-examine them at that 
time, but that they would at the next session. I believe they asked 
a continuance for a couple of weeks. I don’t remember the exact 
time. We reconvened in Washington. The trial committee through 
the chairman, Mr. Potofsky, asked Mine, Mill if they wanted to pro- 
duce any witnesses. They introduced two statements, one by Maurice 
Travis and another by Jack Clark, I believe, which purported to set 
forth the official position of the union in regard to charges of the 
CIO that the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers was completely under 
the domination of the Communist Party and had for years followed 
every twist and turn of the Communist line and had carried out the 
party decisions in Mine, Mill. 

Mr. Arens. Did they deny Communist Party membership? That 
is the basic question I have in mind. 

Mr. Eckert. They did not deny Communist Party membership as 
far as I can recall. 
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The Cuamman. You had asked him if certain persons whom he 
had named in the CIO hearing had later denied their membership in 
the Communist Party. Then he went off on a little different tangent. 

Now, the answer is, as I understand it, those parties did not deny 
their membership. They did not come before the CIO hearing and 
deny their membership 4 

Mr. Ecxerr. I don’t recall them denying their men bership one way 
or the other. There was no cross-examination. They declined cross- 
examination, made a statement, and walked out. 

Mr. Arens. When you were testifying before the C1O, you had no 
type of congressional immunity, did you! 

Mr. Eckert. That’s right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been the object of a lawsuit by any of 
these persons whom you named before the CIO as members of the 
Communist Party ‘ 

Mr. Ecxerr. | have not. 

Mr. Connors. You mentioned a moment ago Nathan Witt. Who is 
or was Nathan Witt, Mr. Eckert ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. I’m not qualified to tell all about him because I am 
sure there’s a lot about him I don’t know, but I do know this: that 
he was one of the top party men and the liaison man between the 
Communist Party and various unions that were under the control of 
the Communist Party, including the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, 
and frequently was the person who transmitted various things to 
Mine, Mill, party decisions that were to be put in effect inside Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know Nathan Witt as a member of the Com- 
munist Party, Mr. Eckert ? 

Mr. Eckerr. Oh, yes; Nat Witt attended many party meetings with 
us. 

Mr. Connors. Was Nat Witt counsel for the Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers Union for a period of time ? 

Mr. Eckerr. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors You have outlined to the subcommittee one instance 
in which the Communist Party fraction of the union was able to 
control the Communist Party policy. I speak of the meeting at the 
Russian Cooperative Restaurant and the subsequent events. 

Can you recall another incident by way of example? 

Mr. Ecxerr. There are so many of them, but I have made notes 
from that CIO case of some of them. As to the one at the Russian 
Restaurant which I mentioned, I started to develop what that meeting 
tookup. In addition to the union’s 10-point program there was a mat- 
ter of Reid Robinson, the president, and his solicitation of a bribe from 
the Doehler-Jarvis Co., what to do about it, and also the question 
of whether Homer Wilson should be supported for board member from 
the South. 

Some of the other meetings held by this steering committee were its 
party decisions were transmitted to the possessive caucus and later 
to the international executive board where in September of 1946 in 
the city of Cleveland just prior to the convention of the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers. 

At that time we met not only with Gil Green, the party representa- 
tive in Mine, Mill, but also with John Williamson as national trade- 
union secretary. The chief subject under discussion at that time was 
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who the oflicers should be for Mine. Mill and Smelter Workers be- 

Luse nominations were to be made at that convention and then elected 
by referendum vote. 

The ste ering committee decided that Maurice Travis should become 
the vice president and that a person by the name of Moriarity from 
Connecticut, who was a right-winger, as opposed to the Communist 
leaders in Mine, Mill, should be supported for the secretary-treasurer. 

It was customary policy in order to try and obtain a balance to give 
recognition to the other side. It was felt at that time that Moriarity 
ile he was from the other side, would be more pliable and more 
menable to the Communist control of the union. This impression 
Was tre nethened by the fact that Maurice Travis held several con 
versations with him by way of the long distance telephone in Con- 


nect t as to whether he would accept the post ¢ of secret: iry-treas 
ier and he said he would. We were assuming at that time that Mo 


riarity had accepted this nomination without communicating the fact 
to the rest of the members of his caucus, the right-wing caucus. 

Later we found out that he had communicated to them and that ac- 
t1 v | s acceptance, 01 alleged acceptance, was merely a trap which 
the Communists steeri ng committee in Mine, Mill, this time, walked 
into. snd the trap worked Hike this: 

The right-wing wa supportil io a fellow by the name of Mover from 
Pottstown, Pa., for secretary-treasurer. They told Moriarity to ac 
a this - mination. When the nominations were made from the 
floor of the convention, first for the president of the union and then 
for the secret: ry ‘tre isurer I believe, Moriarity was nominated in 
accordance witl decision of the steering committee and the pro- 
ores sive cauecu 9 fee the other officers were nominated and the consti- 
tutional provi ion is that after the nominations are closed the chair- 
man will ask for aece} tance or declinatio1 x 

Well. in addition to Mori rity being nominated, Mover, the right- 
wing candidate, had also been officially nominated. Moriarity then 
leclined which automatically left the right-wing candidate, Moye ras 
the only nominee for the job, and in this ease and one of the few eases 
the Communist steering committee had been completely out- 
witted, the right-wing candidate became the secretary-treasurer 
through this ruse that had been used. 

Mr. Connors. Were there any repercussions from the Communists 
as a result of this maneuvering by the steering committee ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. They are pretty realistic and they realize that you are 
rong to lose one once in a while and they didn’t say too much about it. 

Asan aftermath, Mover, the fellow who rot elected, the heat vot too 
much for him and he resigned, . 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall a conversation with Jack Clark in 
Denver at which time you tried to persuade Clark that the policies of 
his union °0) ne alone with the Communist Party were incorrect and 
ho | | he ch in ced , 

Mr. Eckert. Yes: T recall that. I think that in order to give a 
coherent explanation of that conversation, it is necessary to toss a 
couple of previous conversations to that. ; 

It was obvious to myself and some of the other leaders in Mine, Mill 
that Jack Clark was not very happy in his role of being a prisoner 
of the Communists inside the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers and 
would like to break the control. if he could. 
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The Cuaiman. Give us the approximate dates, please. 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, a meeting held in this city, Salt Lake, interna 
tional executive board meeting, I believe was held in February of 
1948. I am not positive about that date. It was around there some- 
where. It isa matter of record, of course, in the minutes of the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers executive board. 

Clark at that time announced to some of us that he was very dis- 
turbed at the inability of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers to sign 
the non-Communist affidavits. The Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 
were losing labor board elections because the \ could not appear on the 
ballot under the board’s rules because they had not signed the affidavits, 
and at subsequent times Clark indicated being disturbed about this 
situation. 

In April of 1948 we called a meeting of the die-casting division and 
we put a resolution on the floor there, requested the international 
executive board of Mine, Mill to sign the non-Communist aflidavits, 
and certain other recommendations. 

This set off a whole chain of fireworks in Mine, Mill, so to speak, 
because it was directly contrary to party decisions and in advocating 
that policy 1 had made a break with the Communist Party, an open 
bre: ak, and it was so ver obvious to the Commun r arty, ot course, 
and to all of those leaders of Mine, Mill who were C ‘ommunists. 

It was also obvious to Jack Clark, of course. I talked with Jack 
Clark a number of times on the telephone. Jack Clark said he thought 
the affidavits should be signed and that he was going to do something 
nbout it. I believe that at that time Jack had gone back east and talked 
to Philip Murray, pre ident ot ( LQ, and I am told by Mr. Mun ray 
that Jack indicated a willingness to go back to Mine, Mill and try to 
change some of its policies and put it back on a trade-union tra k. 

He tried to break the hold of the Communists inside Mine, Mill, th 
leadership. Jack called me on the telephone al al said he Was Yolne 
back to Chicago and tell Maurice Travis, who was the boss of Mine, 
Mill, the undisputed boss, in my opinion, and also tell Reid Robinson, 
who was in office at that time. 

He talked to them, according to his account to me. ‘I hey argue 
with him for a long time, told him he was wrong, and tried to pei 
suade him not to do it. When the vy were ul lable to persuade him he 
told me that they threatened him. He became highly indignant and 
left the office, took his wife and retur ne 1d to his home in Great Falls a1 
took a motor trip to the Pacific Northwest. 

He called me on the telephone and told me he was going to do that. 
No one in the leadership of Mine, Mill saw Jack Clark from that time 
until this Denver meeting which I mentioned. 

This Denver meeting had been called by Maurice Travis over Clark’s 
signature by telegram sent to the local unions. 

Mr. Connors. Was this also in 1948? 

Mr. Eckert. This was in 1948. This meeting was packed. I mean 
pac ‘ked in the sense that not all those who came were elected. Orean- 
izers were just told to be there and they voted in the meeting. Certain 
people were just told by Travis to appear at the meeting. They 
appeared and voted. 

In the afternoon before the meeting, I think that a month or so 
had elapsed from the time I had talked to Jack Clark on the telephone. 
A month or so had elapsed to the time of this meeting. 
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Before the meeting I met with Jack Clark in the hotel in Denver, 
together with Wesley Madill, who was then vice president of the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers. We talked to Jack and explained to him 
the resolution we had passed at our conference of the die casters in 
Cleveland in April where we had recommended that the board sign 
the affidavits, recommended a meeting with President Murray of ClO 
to try to iron out the differences or with CIO, and try to get the Mine, 
Mill to follow trade-union policies instead of subordinating trade- 
union policies to whatever the policy of the Communist Party might 
be at any given time. 

Jack agreed with us that those things should be done, and he said 
that when he would go in the meeting the next morning he would 
take that position and announce that position to the conference. Well, 
I did not get an opportunity to talk to Jack again until after the 
conference was over with. 

As a matter of fact, I don’t think I had a chance to talk to Jack 
again until a year or so later. I did learn, however, that that night 
late the party people, Travis and others, came to town, talked to Jack, 
kept him up most of the night, and were able either by arguments 
or threats—I don’t know how—to get Jack to change his mind or at 
least to neutralize him. 

The conference opened the next morning. Jack Clark was the chair- 
man of the conference. The first thing that Clark announced was 
that Homer Wilson, former vice president of the union, former board 
member of this Mine, Mill from the South, could not be seated in 
this meeting because his local union had seceded from the Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers. 

That was the first indication we had that Clark had gone back on 
what he had told us the day previous. We carried the fight to the 
floor of the conference. We spoke against it. We pointed out that 
if Homer Wilson could be barred because his local had seceded, then 
the board member of Mine, Mill from the South, Charles Wilson, who 
is now the vice president of Mine, Mill, would not be seated because 
he was from the same local union that had seceded. 

Nevertheless, Clark made the decision. We appealed the decision 
of the Chair and we lost the vote. Later they brought Henry Wallace 
into the meeting to make a speech. Henry Wallace was a candidate for 
President of the United States and had a speech scheduled in Denver. 
I think that the party steering committee of Mine, Mill thought that by 
bringing Wallace in—they were enthusiastic supporters of Henry Wal- 
lace and they could not visualize that everybody else would not become 
equally enthusiastic when Wallace appeared at the meeting—that 
would have the effect of building up sentiment for them on other mat- 
ters inside the conference. 

However, when Wallace walked into the hall approximately half 
of the meeting, or a little better, rose and applauded him. The other 
half sat stilland didn’t applaud him. It was very apparent to Wallace 
that the meeting was very evenly divided. He spoke very briefly and 
left the meeting. ‘ 

We made certain proposals at that meeting. They were not adopted. 
We submitted a minority report to the meeting. After the vote was 
taken—as I said, it was a packed meeting—after the vote was carried, 
then Jack Clark made a statement saying that he had come to this 
meeting prepared to advocate the signing of the non-Communist afli- 
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davits, and I think Clark realized all the implications that that deci- 
sion meant because it wasn’t just a simple matter of signing the non- 
Communist affidavits. 

Clark knew, and I knew, and every responsible leader of Mine, Mill 
knew, that that meant a complete break with following the Commu- 
nist policy inside the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers. Clark said 
he had come to that meeting with his mind made up to do that, but 
he had seen the meeting, the voice of the meeting had spoken, the rank 
and file, as he put it, had spoken and therefore he had nothing to do 
but to go along. 

I think that at one time later Clark made another feeble effort to 
break the ties that they have on him. That was during the C1O conven- 
tion in Cleveland where the decisions were made that empowered the 
CLO to set up the trial committee of these unions. 

Jack knew then, as I am sure he knows today, that while he might 
break, the membership is under the domination of these staff members 
who are overwhelmingly Communists and they exercise the influence. 

But that was the extent of my conversation with Clark prior to 
that meeting at Denver. 

The CHarrman. We will suspend here for 5 minutes. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

The CHarrmMan. The committee will come to order, 

You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, you have named some individuals who 
are presently connected with Mine, Mill and Smelters and have testi- 
fied to the effect that they were known to you as members of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Now, are there any other inidividuals which are formerly or pres- 
ently in the union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, whom you also 
know or knew as members of the Communist Party whom you have not 
mentioned thus far in your testimony 4 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, there are a considerable number of staff people, 
of course, party members, that 1 know personally and with whom I 
have attended party meetings. I couldn’t begin to remember all their 
names, but Irving Dichter, of New York City; there is Albert Pezzati, 
the board member of Mine, Mill in the East, a prominent Commu- 
nist in Mine, Mill; Charles Wilson, the executive board member of 
Mine, Mill from the South; Harvey Murphy, who is regional director 
of Mine, Mill in Canada who has a special assignment in the aluminum 
industry, nonferrous metals industry in Canada. 

As I said before, almost the entire staff of Mine, Mill at the time I 
was there, were members of the party. I don’t recall their names. 

If you refresh my memory whether they were party people, or not— 
there were lots of them. 

Mr. Connors. When did you make your own break with the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. As I stated earlier, I think I made the ideological 
break, the beginning of it, while in the Army in Europe, and the 
organization: il break was made on April 8, 1! 148, in Cleveland, at the 
die-casters council meeting when it was clear we would be able to 
carry a majority of the delegates to that conference. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, over what period of time were you af_ili- 
ated with the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 
ers¢ How many years? 
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Mr. Ecxerr. From the time the die casters merged with Mine, Mill 
in 1942 until the time that we in the die-casting division seceded from 
Mine, Mill in 1948. 

Mr. Connors. During that period of time was the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers controlled by the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. The control, the top leader, the policy of the union, 
was controlled at all times, as represented by the majority decisions 
of the international executive board—almost half of the board mem- 
ber at that time were not members of the Communist Party and 
were vigorous in their Opposition to the leadership of Mine, Mill. 

Mr. Sourwine. The witness’ answer is not going to be clear on 
the record. It is not the witness’ fault. Could we ask the reporter, if 
the chairman wishes, to repeat that question and vel the correct 
answer ¢ 

The Cuatrman. Read the question and then the answer, Mr. Re- 
porter, please. 

(‘The pel ding question and answer, as above recorded, was read by 
the reporter. ) 

Mr. Ecxerr. I think I should qualify that question, There is one 
inaccuracy. IL said that almost half of the leaders of the executive 
board of Mine, Mill were not members of the Communist Party. More 
than half were not members of the Communist Party. What I meant 
to say was that almost half were in opposition to the so-called pro- 
gressive caucus; were right-wingers. That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was your answer to the question that during this 
period Mine, Mill was controlled by the Communist Party, or that it 
was not controlled by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Eckert. My answer was that it was controlled by the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Very good. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Eckert, have you any general statement that you 
wish to make at this time? 

Mr. Eckert. I would just like to say this: As I said in my opening 
remarks, I appear under subpena. We feel in the labor movement 
that we can do a job, have done a job, and are doing a job, of eliminat- 
ing the Communist ideology in the labor movement. I have here a 
list of 105 local unions that have seceded from the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers, and this is not an up-to-date list. 

We compiled this list on October 15,1950. More have seceded since 
that time. 

The CuarrMan. Just pause there. Are there those in the room who 
are under subpena? Are there those in the room at this time who are 
under subpena? 

Mr. Krirxe. Mr. Verdu over there is under subpena. 

The Cuamman. Who else is under subpena? 

I think probably Mr. Verdu testified yesterday. Is that right, Mr. 
Verdu? 

Mr. Verpvu. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you will be called back. I think you will have 
to be excluded from the room under the rule. 

Is there anyone else who is to be called back, or are there those who 
are here under subpena who have not testified? If so, they will be 
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excluded from the room and they will be afforded. we he pe, reasonably 
comfortable quarters by the marshal. 

Is there anyone else here now who is under subpena / 

That seems to be all. 

Mr. Kripke. Thank you, Senator. 

The CHairmMan. All right, you may proceed. 


Mr. Ecxerr. As I started to say, we in the labor movement are 
doing a job, a successtul job, of showing to the American workingmen 
and women that communism has nothing to offer the American work 
ers. We are doing our very best—people like myself who were unde) 
the Communist anesthesia fora period of time. 

I know and I personally feel that I have a great responsibility to 
try and expose some ot these things, be ause I t] Ink that those of us 
who have been through it. some of us who have had the training that 
I have had, know very definitely what communism means to the people, 
or would mean to the people In this cou try 11 they were ever abie to 


seize control. 

It is not easy for me to sit here and to recount experiences that ] 
had about certain people with whom I was associated, but I do it b 
cause I believe that is something that has to be done. The Communists 
themselves have no morality. They preach the doctrine in the Soviet 
Union that there is no secret from the state. They advocate every 
kind of trickery. 

I believe that in giving this testimony I am helping to expose some 
of the methods by which Communists have seized control of certain 
unions in this country, such as Mine, Mill. 

I want to make it very clear, however, to the committee that I hope 
nothing I have said leaves the impression tha the membership ot the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers are Communists. Far from it. The 
overwhelming majority of them are not Communists. It is a small 
clique of Communists who have seized control and who use the organi- 
zation, its treasury, and its press to advance the theories of communism 
in this country. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Eckert, did you have occasion during the time you 
were affiliated with this union to acquire information respecting the 
expenditure of union funds in the furtherance of Communist causes 
such as the Communist-front organizations ? 

Mr. Ecxerr. Every one of these steering committee meetings that 
I mentioned was the expenditure of union funds for the Communist 
Party. ‘Transportation was paid, the hotels, salaries, and everything 
else. 

You mean direct contributions to the Communist Party? 

Mr. Arens. Or to Communist fronts. 

Mr. Eckert. Well, Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers have contrib- 
uted sums at various times to various front organizations, and there 
has been information brought from time to time, documented, photo- 
stats of checks, where Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers’ funds have 
gone to various party front organizations. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have first-hand information of your own know]l- 
edge respecting specific fronts that you know about to which the union 
has contributed funds ? 

Mr. Eckert. Well, I know of instances where the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers contributed to the American Civil Rights Congress 
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I think they eall it that—and that is nothing more or less than a 


Communist-front organization. That is at least one instance. 
Mr. Arens. During the course of your membership and activity in 
the Communist Party, did you have occasion to acquire information 


respecting the interest which the Communist Party has in obtaining 
control of the heavy industry in the United States ? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes. The emphasis of the Communist Party was 
toward what they call basic in dustry. 

Mr. Arens. And why would the Communist Party—I ask you on 
the basis of your bac ‘kground as an expert in communism, from your 
own experience—have an interest in obtaining control of the heavy 
industry of the United States or basic industry ¢ 

Mr. Ecxerr. Well, among other things, tn the event of war, if the 
Communists were strategically situated in these basic industries, they 
could use that control to slow up the production of American arms, 
for one reason. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, sit 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you releasing this witness from subpena? 

The CHarrman. No; not at the present time. 

(Witness excused. ) 

The CnHamman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis. 

Mr. Krirke. Senator, while we are waiting, I might enter my ap- 
pearance at this time on behalf of two additional witnesses, Mr. Black- 
well and Mr. Hanson. 

The CHamman. Very well. You were here yesterday when the 
committee told you the position occupied by counsel—that is, that no 
interrogation will be permitted ? 

Mr. Kripke. Yes. sir; I heard your statement. 

The CHatrman. When the witness seeks counsel, he may turn to 
you for counsel, which you may give to him in quiet without record. 

Mr. Kriexr. Yes, sir. I intend to follow the rules set forth by the 
chairman insofar as possible. If the occasion comes up, however, we'll 
see what happens at that time. 

The CHairman. We will see what happens right now. 

Is there any objection to the witness being photographed? There 
are some photographers in the room. If he has any objection, he will 
not be photogri iphed. 

Do you object in any way, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

The Cuatrman. Very well. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. The 
witness has been sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF MAURICE E. TRAVIS, DENVER, COLO., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY KENNETH N. KRIPKE, DENVER, COLO. 


The Cuatrman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation, if any. 

Mr. Travis. M. E. Travis, 3456 Decatur Street, Denver, Colo., sec- 
retary-treasurer of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Your first name is Maurice? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 
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May I interpose, Senator? I have here a prepared statement which 
I would like to read into the record. 

The Cuarrman. You will present the statement to the committee, 
and the committee will pass on the statement. 

Mr. Travis. I have a copy of it here. 

The Cuarrman. Very well. You will not be permitted to read 
into the record. 

You may interrogate, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. ‘Travis. This is very important. 

The Cuarrman. You may interrogate, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you bor 

Mr. Travis. I was born in Spokane, Wash., io il 24, 1910. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I went through grammar school and high school and 
just short of 2 years of college. 

Mr. Connors. Was that at San Jose State College at San Jose, 
Calif. ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. From 1930 until 1932? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t recall the precise dates, but that’s approxi- 
mately it. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment since 1933 ? 

Mr. Travis. I have had a great many jobs of one kind or another 
since 1933. I couldn’t list them all. 

Mr. Connors. Perhaps I can refresh your recollection. 

In 1933 and 1934, were you a shop foreman for Mr. C. H. Clarke in 
San Francisco ? 

Mr. Travis. It’s a long time ago and difficult to recall. 

Mr. Connors. You recall working for a Mr. C. H. Clarke in San 
Francisco / 

Mr. Travis. Yes, sir. As I recollect, I was the only employee, 
however. 

Mr. Connors. Did you manage a restaurant in San Mateo, Calif., 
in 1935? 

Mr. Travis. I worked in a restaurant in San Mateo. I don’t remem- 
ber the date, nor do I recall being manager of it. 

Mr. Connors. From 1935 until the middle of 1937, were you em- 
ployed by the Columbia Steel Corp. at Pittsburg, Calif. ? 

Mr. Travis. I was employed by the Columbia Steel Corp. Again I 
don’t recall the precise dates. 

Mr. Connors. From 1937 to 1944, were you identified with the 
Congress of Industrial Organizations in California ? 

Mr. Travis. I was identified with a county council of the Con- 
gress of Industrial Organizations, and in the same manner I don’t 
recall the exact dates. 

Mr. Connors. In or about 1944, were you northern California coor- 
dinator for the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers (CIO) at that time? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; I was coordinator for the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. The same answer as to the dates. 

Mr. Connors. In approximately 1946, were you assistant to the pres- 
ident of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. And in 1947, were you president of the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers ? 
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Mr. Travis. I was president of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, 
I think through that year, although again I have a very poor recol- 
lection for dates. 

Mr. Connors. From October 1947 until the present time, have you 
not been secretary-treasurer of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ! 
Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, have you any clear recollection of your 
sidences from 1934 until the present time ¢ 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Again perhaps I can refresh your recollection. 
Did you live on Lyon Street in San Francisco in 19344 

Mr. Travis. I lived on Lyon street. ] don’t recollect the date. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live in Antioch, Calif., in 1935 and 1937? 
Mr. Travis. Yes. lam not clear as to dates again. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live on East Fourth Street in Pittsburg, 
Calif., in 1938 ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I lived in Pittsburg, Calif. I don’t remember the street 
nor the cate. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live on Dineen Street in Martinez, Calif., in 
1941 ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I lived on Dineen Street in Martinez. 

Mr. Connors. Did you also live on Scenic Way in Martinez? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t remember that street, although I lived at two 
different places in Martinez. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live on Twentieth Avenue in San Francisco ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live on Hyde Street in San Francisco in 
1944 ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I don’t remember living on Hyde Street. 

Mr. Connors. Do you remember living on Manhattan Avenue at 
Manhattan Beach, Calif., in 1944? 

Mr. Travis. No; Ido not. I don’t think I lived there. 

Mr. Connors. You think you did not live there ? 

Mr. Travis. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall living on South Maple Street in Kel 
logg, Idaho, in 1945? 

Mr. ‘Travis. I lived in Kellogg, Idaho. I don’t remember the street 
or date. 

Mr. Connors. Do you remember moving from California to Idaho 
in 1944 or 1945? 

Mr. Travis. Somewhere in that general neighborhood. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall living at West Campbell Park in Chi- 
cago, Ill., in 1946? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall living at Cedar Street, Park Forest, 
Chicago Heights, Ill., in 1944? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Where do you presently live? 

Mr. Travis. Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Connors. And the street address? 

Mr. ‘Travis. 3456 Decatur. 

Mr. Connors. Are you married, Mr. Travis? 
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Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Is this your first marriage? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Were you formerly married to Ursula Dexter? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. . 

Mr. Connors. And you are now married to Una L. Mastrangelo? 

That is her maiden name; is that correct ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, what in your estimation is the ag 
membership of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. Well, all I can do is give you an approximate figure. I 
would say between ninety and a hundred thousand. It varies each 
month, of course. 

Mr. Connors. How many members does the Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers Union have in Canada, to your best estimate ? 

Mr. Travis. Twenty-eight or nine thousand. 

Mr. Connors. And how many members does the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers Union have in Alaska? 

Mr. Travis. Oh, very few. I don’t know that I could answer it 
offhand. 

Mr. Connors. Is it as many as ten thousand ? 

Mr. Travis. No, no. 

Mr. Connors. Is it as many as five thousand ? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Five hundred ? 

Mr. Travis. Less than that. 

Mr. Connors. Less than five hundred? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Does Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union have 
any membership in Mexico? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Does your union have affiliation with any Mexican 
trade-union ? 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). We have a fraternal affilia- 
tion with the Mexican Miners Union. 

Mr. Connors. The name of the organization is the Mexican Miners 
Union ? 

Mr. Travis. The organization has a Mexican name. I don’t know 
if that’s a literal translation of it, but that’s the only name I know 
it by. 

Mr. Connors. You don’t know the Mexican name? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Does Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union main- 

. tain representatives in Mexico on a permanent basis 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. To your knowledge, what officials of the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers Union have visited Mexico in the past 2 years? 

Mr. Travis. I’m going to refuse to answer that question on the 
ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. You mean to say that if you answered that question 
truthfully it might incriminate you? 
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Mr. Travis. I mean to say that my understanding of the fifth amend- 
ment is that it allows me to refuse to answer questions which I believe 
will put me in a position of bearing witness against myself or sub- 
jecting myself to unreasonable or tyrannical prosecution. On that 
ground I am refusing to answer that question. 

Mr. Connors. I suggest to you that the fifth amendment protects 
you in the case where you might give evidence which tends to incrimi- 
hate you, not otherwise. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I ask a question 

The Cuamman. Very well. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have an honest belief that if you answered 
truthfully the anita which you have just refused to answer, the 
answer would tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Krirk! . Might J say something ? 

The Cramman. No; the witness will answer. He may consult with 
you and then answer. 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). If I answered that question it 
is my opinion that I might as well have answered the original ques- 
tion in the first place. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you decline to answer that question? 

Mr. Travis. Therefore I decline to answer that question, on the 
same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you decline to answer that question on the 
ground that if you answered it in truth it would incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I decline to answer this question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment, that it would tend to incriminate 
me, and would result in my waiving the privilege, in my opinion, 
which I do not intend to do. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you are declining because your 
answer might tend to incriminate you and you are taking advantage 
of the fifth amendment for that reason ¢ 

Mr. Travis. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. What is your best estimate of the total net worth of 
the Mine, Mill and Smelters Union ¢ 

Mr. Travis. Net worth ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Travis. You mean if I struck a balance between assets and lia- 
bilities of the organization? I don’t quite understand. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. How much is your union worth ¢ 

Mr. Travis. About $200,000. 

Mr. Connors. What real estate, if any, does the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Union own ? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know the answer to that. It hassome. I think 
it owns some union halls around the country, but I don’t have knowl- 
edge at this time of where or to what extent, how many, or what 
property it has. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know what the total net income of the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers Union was over the last 12 months? 

Mr. ‘Travis. I don’t recall that figure. 

Mr. Connors. Was it as much as a million dollars ? 
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Mr. Travis. Per capita income—if I may answer this way: Per 
capita income of the organization is acerued on the basis of a dollar 
per member per month. I gave you an estimated membership figure. 

Mr. Connors. Your per capita dues are a dollar per member per 
month: is that correct ? 

Mr. Travis. 90 cents. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know the per capita dues of the labor organi- 
zation of which you are secretary-treasurer / 

Mr. Travis. No: I don’t, at the moment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you pay dues? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. How much do you pay ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I pay about $3.50 a month. 

Mr. Connors. What percentage of the pel capita dues collected by 
locals is forwarded by those locals to the national headquarters at 
Denver ! 

Mr. Travis. That’s the question — 

Mr. Connors. It is either a dollar or 90 cents; is that it? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. It slips my mind at the moment. 

Mr. Connors. What are the per capita dues levied by the locals on 
the members / 

Mr. Travis. That is a prerogative of the local, to determine the 
amount, so the amounts are varying. 

Mr. Connors. What is a reasonable estimate of the average amount ? 

Mr. Travis. It ranges from a dollar and a quarter to three and a 
half or four dollars. 

Mr. Connors. What is the street address of the Denver headquarters 
of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers Union? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know. It’s described as the Tabor Building. 

Mr. Connors. How many individuals are employed in the Denver 
headquarters of your union ? 

Mr. Travis. Oh, 9 or 10 or 11—I couldn’t tell you exactly. I could 
tell you exactly in a minute if you want to know exactly. 

Mr. Connors. You say 9 or 10 or 11? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; thereabouts. 

Mr. Connors. How many international representatives does Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers Union have, and where do those individuals 
have their headquarters ? 

Mr. Travis. I think there are about 60. Do you want me to tell 
you where each one—— 

Mr. Connors. Would you undertake to prepare and send a list to 
the ae ote at Washington, of those individuals, giving their 
headquarters addresses ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What is the general jurisdiction of the Mine, Mill 
and Smelter Workers Union? I mean by that, in which industry 
does the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers seek to organize the workers ? 

Mr. Travis. The nonferrous metals industry, generally: Iron ore, 
chemical, brick and clay, cement, allied industries. 

Mr. Connors. How many locals does the Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers Union have? 
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Mr. Travis. I don’t know that either. I would estimate it at 200 
or 225, 

Mr. Connors. Is the Mine. Mill and Smelter Workers Union aflili- 
ited with the World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Travis. Yes: it is. 

Mr. Connors. Who are your representatives, if any, permanent rep- 
resentatives to the World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. TRAVIS. We have no representatives to the World Federation 
of Trade Unions. 

Mr. Connors. What sort of affiliation do you have with the World 
Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Travis. A fraternal affiliation. 

Action was taken by one of our conventions to identify ourselves 
n a fraternal way with the World Federation of Trade Unions. I 
don’t know whether that can be described as an affiliation. 

Mir. Connors. Do you recall what convention that was? 

Mr. Travis. No: I don't. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall who originated the proposal that you 
fliliate with the World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Travis. No: I don't. 

Mr. Connors. Did you originate it yourself? 

Mr. Travis. I do not recall that. I would like to say that, as far as 
e are concerned, we wouldn't have any interest in trying to determine 
vho did, because these policies emanate from the rank and file of our 


On. ‘| hey are enacted bv the rank and file ot the union. 
Mr. CONNORS. You are saving now that the policies of your union 
emanate from the rank and file members, these 90,000 or 100,000 


members that you have? 

Mr. Travis. That’s what I’m saying; that’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Do you send delegates to any meetings of the World 
federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Travis. We haven’t sent any. 

Mir. Connors. You have never sent a delegate ? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Has any member of your union, to your knowledge, 
contributed any articles to any organ, a publication of the World 
lederation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. ‘Travis. I suppose they have. 

Mr. Connors. Hasn’t Rod Holmgren done that? 

Mr. Travis. I believe he has. 

Mr. Connors. You know he has, don’t you, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. Well, I don’t keep that close track of where people in 
ce se cl articles. 

Mr. Connors. Have you seen any article by Rod Holmgren ap- 
pearing in any publication put out by the World Federation of 
l I ile U ons ? 
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Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I have seen an article in a jour 
nal which I belfeve is published by the World Federation of Trade 
Unions. 

Mr. Connors.Which was written by Rod Holmgren ? 

Mr. Travis. Which did have Rod Holmgren’s signature. 

Mr. Connors. On August 15, 1949, the organ of the IUMMSW, 
which is called The Union, printed on page 5 an article purported 
to be written by you. I hand you now a photostatic copy of that 
article and ask you if you did, in fact, prepare it. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of m\ 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you mean to say that a truthful answer to that 
question might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Travis. My answer to that question—it would have the same 
result, in my mind, as if I had answered your previous question. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwinet. Have you seen this article in the original—that 
is, in the paper in which this purports to be a | hotostated page ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you look at it now? Does your name appear 
there / 

Mr. Travis. Yes, it does. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is the heading? Does it indicate what paper 
it is from? 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer that question 
on the same ground. 

The Cuarrman. You refuse to answer? You refuse to answer 
that question on the ground that a truthful answer might tend to 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
I believe that under my rights of the fifth amendment, I need not 
bear witness against myself. I believe that this question is a link 
in a chain of questions, which if pursued, would tend to jeopardize 
my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. You take the position that that might tend to 
incriminate you, under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Travis. That’s right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you offering that for the record, as the article 
which Mr. Travis has declined to testify about ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Travis, do you deny that this article was printed by the paper 
of the union of which you are the secretary-treasurer, and through 
that paper circulated to the membership of the union, and do you 
deny that you knowingly and willfully caused it to be published and 


caused it to be circulated to the membership of your union? 


Cl 
Mr. Travis. | haven't denied that. I have refused to answer. 
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The Cuirman. The question is propounded to you now, Mr. Travis. 
Do you deny it? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. What is your ground, please? 

Mr. Travis. My ground is that under what I believe to be my 
rights contained in the fifth amendment, that it will tend to incrimi- 
nate me. 

The CuarMan. I respectfully suggest that you confer now with 
your attorney. I think your attorney will certainly give you the 
proper eround for objection. 

(Mr. Travis confers with his attorney.) 

The Cuatrrman. Now, Mr. Travis, having in mind the question 
that was propounded to you by Mr. Connors, do you refuse to answer 
on the ground that under the fifth amendment a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes, I do. 

The Cuatrman. The article in question will be identified for the 
record, so that it may later be put in the record. 

Mr. Connors. I mark the article “Travis Exhibit No. 1” and submit 
it for the record. 

The Crairman. Very well. 

Mr. Connors. I quote you the following paragraph from this 
article to which we have been alluding: 

Membership in the Communist Party has always meant to me, as a member 
and officer of the international union, that I could be a better trade-unionist— 
Will you kindly explain to the subcommittee why it is possible for 
you to be a better trade-unionist as a Communist than as a non- 
Communist ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds, and it 
will—— 

The Cuatrman. That a truthful answer to that question might, 
under the fifth amendment, tend to incriminate you? Is that your 
answer? Is that your objection? 

Mr. Travis. Senator, I don’t understand the conjecture of the word 
“truthful.” I am under oath here, and everything I say is going to be 
truthful, and my answer is that an answer to that question would j jeop- 
ardize my rights under the fifth amendment, would tend to incrimi- 
nate me or place me in a position of bearing witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. The article in question will be inserted in the record 
at this point. 

(The article previously identified as Travis Exhibit No. 1 is as 
follows:) 
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Mr. Connors. I quote the following sentence from the same article: 


The biggest lie of all is to say that the Communist Party teaches or advocates 
the overthrow of the Government by force and violence. 

Are those your present sentiments, and do you now believe that the 
st Party, U1 ited States of America, does not conspire to 
overthrow this Government by force and violence ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

The CuHarrman. That is. on the ground that a truthful answer to 
that quest ion might tend to incriminate yous 

Mr. Krirke. Senator, this word “truthful”’—— 

The Cuatrrman. Just a moment. I did not ask you for a comment. 
You may confer with your client any time he wants you. What else 
would he testify to but the truth? 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, it isn’t a question of what a truthful answer 
would do. He has claimed his rights under the fifth amendment. I] 
think that this kind of question gets around and tends to undermine 
the privilege which he is exercising for himself. 

The Cuairman. I just suggest that you read up a little on the law. 

Mr. Krirkxe. I have read the law, Your Honor. 

The CuHatrmMan. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Travis. My answer to your question, Senator, is that I refuse to 
answer the question on the ground of my rights under the fifth amend- 
ment, which I understand to be that I need not bear witness against 
ny self. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you understand that that last question only went 
to your present feeling ? 

Mr. Travis. I yefuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. You refuse to answer a question as to how you under- 
stood the last question ¢ 

Mr. Travis. Yes, because I feel that to answer that would place me 
in a position where I might as well have answered the previous ques- 
tion, Wil h respect to in riminating’ myself. 

Mr. Sourwine. I simply intended to call your attention to the fact 
that this question did call for an answer only with respect to your 
present feelings, because it is a little difficult to understand how an 
answer about your present feelings could tend to incriminate you. 
I want to be sure that you do understand your rights, and have a 
chance to confer with your counsel. 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know whether I understand my rights, or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. I thought it was possible that you might have mis- 
understood the question. 

Mr. Travis. I must, to the best of my ability, pursue whatever under- 
stand ng of them I have. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I ask this question: Do you presently believe 
that the Communist Party of the United States does not conspire to 


overthrow the Government of the United States by foree and violence 7 


Communi 





Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Connors. I quote you the following sentence from the same 
articl 

I believe under our Bill of Rights, for which our forefathers fought, that an 
Ame has as 1) eht to be a Communist as he has to be a Republican, 
a De it, a Jew, a Catholic or a Mason 
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Is it still your opinion that a citizen of this Nation has as much right 
to be a Communist as he has to be a Republican, a Democrat, a Jew, 
a Catholic or an Elk or a Mason ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 
and I might Say that I am eoing to refuse to answer any questions 
about this alleged statement. on the same grounds, if it will save time. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, you were not so reticent when you were 
writing this article. You were not so reticent when you were putting 
this information out for the consumption of Mine, Mill members, for 
the consumption of the membership of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Travas. That’s a statement. 

Mr. Connors. I am not finished yet. Is your present reticence to 
testify W ith respect to these facts due v holly to the belief that if you 
do so testify truthfully, you might incriminate yourself ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the vround that it 
will incriminate me—my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. I quote you the following, from this same article: 

Therefore, I want to make it crystal clear that my be 
consistent with what I believe to be the best interests of the members of 
union and the American people generally 
Will you now explain to the subcommittee why you believe that com- 
munism is consistent with the best interests of the Ame ican people or 
of the Mine, Mill. and Smelter Workers Union ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 
my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. CONNORS. Are you ashamed to have hee a Communist ? 

Mr. TRAY Is. I refuse to answer on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you at the present time a member of the Com- 
munist Party / 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Connors. When exactly did you resion from the Communist 
Party, if you did, in fact, resign ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights, under the fifth amendment, to protect myself from tyrannical 
prosecutions, which the Supreme Court has designated as one of the 
rights under the fifth amendment; also to avoid bearing witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Connors. From 1935 until about 1940 you resided in and around 
Antioch, Pittsburg, and Martinez, Calif., did you not, in that gen- 
eral area ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever denied being a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. You realize, of course, that you are now under oath, 
and that if you do not tell the truth in response to the questions which 
are propounded you are liable to a perjury prosecution; is that not 
true? 

Mr. Travis. I realize I am under oath and sworn to tell the truth 
here. 








SU COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 


Mr. Arens. Do you realize that if you do not tell the truth in re 
sponse to the questions which are asked here, that you are liable to be 
rosecuted for perjury 4 

Mr. Travis. | suppose so. I haven’t considered it. 

Mr. Arens. Do you propose after you are released from your sub- 
pena here before this subcommittee, and released from the pains and 
| enalties of per jury, to step out in the hall or to ste p in some hall here 
in Salt Lake City and tell the membe ‘rship of this union that you are 
not a Comm inist and have never been a C ommunist / 

Mr. Travis. I don’t get that question. Will you state it again ? 

The CuarrMan. Read it to the witness, Mr. Reporter. 

The record was read by the re porter. ) 
Mr. Travis. [refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 
Mr. Arens. If you are not and have never been a member of the 


Communist Party, Mr. Travis, you would not be placing yourself in 
jeopardy if you gave us a truthful answer, would you 4 
Mr. os irke. Senator, this is the same thing. 


Phe CuainMan. Just a moment. You may confer with the client, 
but you are not going to argue with the committee. 

Mr. Krirxe. But, Senator 

The CuamMan. Just a moment. You may confer with your client. 
I hope you keep within the rule that I impose. 

Mr. itnipke. | am sure counsel is aware of the correct answer to 
that. : 

The Cuairman. All right. You may confer with him and he may 
answer according to your advice, but you are not going to argue with 
the committee. 

Mr. Kripke, Repeat the question. 

The Cratrman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(‘The record was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Travis. I claim the privilege. I refuse to answer that question 
on the grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know that it is an old Commie trick to come 
before a congressional committee and invoke the fifth amendment in 
refusal to answer the question as to whether or not an individual is a 
Communist and then when the individual is released from the subpena 
and from the pains and penalties of perjury, to say in effect “Of course 
I’m not a Communist, but I wouldn’t tell that committee.” Do you 
know that is an old Commie trick ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 

The Cramman. This is not a laughing matter for you, Mr. Travis. 
You are under oath, 

Mr. Travis. [ was a little confused by the question, Senator. 

The Ciaran. I do not think you were confused when you re- 
fused toanswer. If you were, we will have the question read again, 

Mr. Arens. Do you realize, Mr. Travis, that you do not “have a 

right to decline to answer a question unless your answer would in- 
criminate you! 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). Can I have that question read 
again ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Read the question please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know that that’s true. My counsel advises 
me that I have the right to exercise my rights under the fifth amend- 
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ment, and I don’t know that you are precisely stating—if you are, all 
right, you are—but I— - 

Mr. Arens. If you are not now or never have been a member of the 
Communist Party, a truthful answer to that question could not cause 
you to in¢riminate yourself, could it? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And if you are not now or never have been a member 
of the Communist Party you could not possibly subject yourself to a 
perjury prosecution by telling us the truth, could you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. What is the publication called the Daily Peoples 
World ? 

Mr. Travis. It’s a newspaper. 

Mr. Connors. Published on the west coast ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. It is the Communists’ west coast newspaper, is it not ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

(Confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with his attorney, if you are his attorney. 

Mr. Kirke. Senator, don't— 

The CHarrMan. Just a moment. I am not going to sit here and 
have you argue with me. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds. 

The CHatrman. You may consult with your client and you may 
advise him at any time and in any way you like. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, it is not a question of advising my client. 

The Cyamman. All right. You have the right to advise him. 
That is all there is to it, but you are not going to put your statements 
in the record. You had your admonition before we went into these 
hearings. You said you would abide by them. Other attorneys have 
abided by them. 

Mr. Connors. By the way, Mr. Travis, was Nat Witt counsel for 
a period of time for the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; he is now. 

Mr. Connors. Is he now counsel ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. When did you last see Nat Witt ? 

Mr. Travis. About 2 hours ago. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware that Nat Witt has been identified as 
a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Connors. Do you know Nat Witt pretty well 

Mr. Travis. I know him—associated with him in the union. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever heard that Nat Witt has been identified 
sa member of a Russian espionage apparatus ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground 

Mr. Connors. The question was have you ever heard that? 

Mr. Travis. My answer is I refuse to answer on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Sourwinr. You know where Mr. Witt is now, do you not? 

Mr. Travis. I know approximately where he is now—in Salt Lake 
City. 

Mr. Sourw INE. Do you know where in Salt Lake City? 


Mr. Travis. No; I don't precis sely at the moment. 
Mr. Sourwtnre. aT this committee wanted to reach him, do you know 
ere we could reach him ? 


Mr. Travis. Not at the moment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know what hotel he is staying at? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; he is at the—— 

Mr. Wrrr. I’m in the room, Senator. 

The Cuamman. If there is going to be any commotion here, we 
will clear the room. I have asked this audience on account of the 
congested condition, to kindly assist us in maintaining order. I am 
going to again ask you to do so. 

Mr. Witt, come forward. 

Raise your right hand and be sworn. 

Mr. Wrrr. Do you want to serve a subpena on me? 

The CuHairmMan. You raise your right hand and be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give before 
the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the United 
States Senate, will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wrrr. I do. 

The Cuamrman. You may be excluded from the room and you will 
be called as a witness. 

Mr. Wirr. May the record show that I appeared voluntarily, with- 
out a subpena ? 

The CHatrmMan. Please remove yourself. 

Mr. Wrrr. I just nave one question. May the record show I have 
appeared without a subpena ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Please remove the gentleman from the room. 

Mr. Connors. Take the witness out. 

(Mr. Witt was escorted from the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Krirxe. Senator, I wish to enter my appearance at this time 
on behalf of Nat Witt. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, if you had heard that Mr. Witt was a 
member of the Russian espionage apparatus, would you still have 
retained him as counsel for the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers of America? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground, 
my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. And if you did know, Mr. Travis, that Mr. Witt 
was and is a member of the Communist Party, would you still have 
retained him as counsel for the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Travis. Isn’t that the question you just asked ? 

Mr. Connors. The first question h: vd to do with any knowledge you 
might have had of testimony concerning any activity of Mr. W itt in 
any Russian espionage apparatus, 

The Cuamman. The question is: If you knew. 

Mr. Connors. If you knew he was a Communist. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. To revert to the Peoples World, I say to you that 





| 
| 
| 


COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 83 


the Daily Peoples World in its issue of April 22, 1941, included an 
item which stated that local 1440 of the steelworkers organizing com- 
mittee of the CIO in Pittsburg, Calif., had voted to expel you from 
that union on charges that you, and I quote, “diverted union funds to 
Communist purposes,” when you were financial secretary of local 1440. 

Is that a correct statement of fact? 

Mr. Travis. I was expelled from the Steelworkers Union Local 1440, 
after a kangaroo court preceedings, and the charge was made that I 
had diverted funds, as you stated it there— 

Mr. Connors. Diverted funds to the Communist Party. 

Mr. Travis. The fact is I proved that I had not. 

Mr. Connors. Was the charge made that you had diverted funds to 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Travis. That was a charge, yes sir; and I have proof that I did 
not. I have a statement of the Steelworkers’ auditor to the effect that 
my books were in perfect order, John Flannery, the auditor of the 
Steelworkers Union. 

Mr. Connors. Were you a Communist at that time, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. At that time, in 1941, you were one of three men given 
the task by the Communist Party of organizing a State-wide council 
of the Communist Party members employed in the steel industry in 

California; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to aflirm or deny 
the fact that in April 1942, you were a member of the State committee 
of the Communist Party of California? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Senator, may I ask a question of advice ? 

The CuatrMan. From your counsel. You may do that any time. 

(Mr. Travis confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, witness raises the question with me as to 
whether he is properly protecting himself by merely saying “on the 
same grounds,” rather than “on the fifth amendment.” 

The Cuairman. I don’t think he has, if you want my advice. I do 
not think he has protected himself at all. 

Mr. Travis. At this time I would like to state that in all of the 
answers in which I have used the language “on the same grounds” that 
it was my intent and purpose to use the language that I refuse to an- 
swer the question on the grounds of my rights under the fifth amend- 
ment, that it would tend to incriminate me and force me to bear witness 
against myself. 

Also in such future questions that I answer in that manner. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that on June 27, 1943, vou served on the nominating committee 
of the State convention of the Communist Party in San Francisco, 
Calif. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that a closed meeting of the Communist Party was held at 
your home in Martinez, Calif., on October 31, 1943 ? 


25258—52——7 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights unde rv the fifth amendment. 

"The Cuamman. You asked me to advise him and I will advise him 
again that I do not think he has covered himself under the fifth amend- 
ment. I respectfully suggest to you—I am not going to counsel him— 
that I suggested to him before that he must say his answer would tend 
to incriminate him. That is his right. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, I want to thank you for advising counsel, and 
if you wish to make that point—— 

The Cuamman. I do not make any point at all. You asked me 
whether or not he had covered the ground. You asked me that a little 
while ago and I told you I did not think he had. 

I just wanted to give you my views on it, but I am not going to insist 
on it. You do as you like. 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). In response to the helpful sug- 
gestion which the Senator makes, I will state now that it was my 
intent and purpose in reference to all questions which I have refused « 
to answer, with the language “to protect my rights under the fifth 
amendment” that I now say that I refuse to answer because of rights 
under the fifth amendment, which I believe protect me from tyranni- 

cal and unreasonable prosecutions and because, to answer would tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. In order to make the record clear, I direct you to 
answer each and every one of the questions to which you have inter- 
posed your statement that you would not answer because it would 
tend to incriminate you, and you applied the fifth amendment. 

The Chair now directs you to answer those questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer those questions on the ground that 
it will tend to incriminate me, and abrogate my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you attended a State plenum of the California Com- 
munist Party early in 1944? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
it would tend to incriminate me and violate my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair now directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. Answer his question ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. ss 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment—will tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that in June 1944, you were elected to the California State - 
Board of the Communist Political Association ? 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer that question 
on the ground that it would place me in a position of testifying against 
myself. 

The Cuamman. And that it would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

‘The Cuarrman. The Chair now directs you to answer that question. 

“he Wrrness. I refuse to answer. 

ihe CuarrMan. Is Mr. Herman Clott present here / 

tir. Cuorr. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuamman. You may come forward, Mr. Clott. Please come 
forward. 

You do solemnly swear that the testimony that you will give before 
the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the United 
States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Cuorr. I do; yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAn. Tec will be excluded from the room and will be 
called later. 

I do not intend to make business for you by this means, but it is 
all right. 

Mr. Kripke. I appreciate it, Senator. 

The CuarrMan. But certainly I am helping your business out. 

Mr. Krirxe. At this time I would like the record to show that I 
am entering my appearance on behalf of Mr. Clott also, and, further, 
that both Mr. Witt and Mr. Clott were in the courtroom and that Mr. 
Witt came forward voluntarily and indicated that he was present in 
the room. 

The CuHatrmMan. That is all right. The question is: Do you repre- 
sent him? 

Mr. Travis. Senator, may I again request permission to read my 
statement into the record? This is a matter of considerable importance 
to us. 

The Cuarrman. I have read hurriedly over your statement, it does 
not bear on the subject under inquiry at all. For that reason, per- 
mission will not be given to have it read. You will answer the ques- 
tions as they are propounded to you. 

Mr. Krirxe. Is it being admitted in the record ? 

The CnarrMan. We will see about that later on. 

Mr. Kripke. You haven’t ruled on that ? 

The Cuatrman. I have not ruled on that. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Travis, would you kindly tell the subcommittee the 
names of the organizations to which you belong? 

Mr. Travis. Oh, I belong to the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers. 

(Confers with counsel.) 

I belong to the National Negro Labor Council. I either don’t recall 
any others, or I refuse to stipulate any others. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Travis. On the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel that telling this subcommittee the names 
of organizations to which you an other than these two might cause 
a criminal prosecution of you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that it 
might tend to incriminate me, and bear false witness against me. 

The Cuamman. The Chair now directs you to answer both those 
questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer those questions on the ground of 
my rights under the fifth amendment, would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are there other organizations to which you belong other 
than the two which you have told us about ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair gives you the same admonition now, to 
answer the question. 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the ground of my rights under 
the fifth amendment not to incriminate me. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, who is William Schneiderman ? 

Mr. Travis. From what I’ve read and heard, I understand him to be 
an oflicial of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Do you understand him to be an official of the Com- 
munist Party from any source other than what you have read or what 
you have heard? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment: : 

Mr. Connors. From whom did you hear that he was an official of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer that question 
on the cround of my rights—— 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer because it will tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest that the witness has opened 
up this line of inquiry himself by admitting that he has heard. 

The CyHatrmMan. That is correct, and that is the reason that the 
Chair directed him to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I stand on that position. I refuse to answer, Senator, 
on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Does the address, 942 Market Street, San Francisco, 
Calif., have any significance to you ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I don’t remember it. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall addressing a letter to Mr. William 
Schneiderman at 942 Market Street. San Francisco, Calif. ? 

Mr TRAVIS. ] refuse to answer that questi h on the eround of nv 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you now to answer the question. 

Mr. TRAV IS, I refuse to answer it on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I hand you now a photostatic copy of a letter with 
the letterhead of the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers, CIO, M. E. Travis, California coordinator, S. F. 2-228 
MeAllister Street, Market 1690; LA 38-5851 Avalon Boulevard, 
Century 82-9106. 

The letter is dated October 9, 1944, and bears the signature of 
‘Travis.” 

I ask you if you, in fact, wrote the letter of which that is a photo 
static copy ¢ 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel Bs I refuse to answer the question 
on the grounds that 

Mr. Sourwinr. Is that your signature? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. I suggest you consult with counsel concerning your 
rights. 

Mr. Krirxe. Iam sorry if counsel has overheard. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Counsel did not overhear your consultation with the 
client. Counsel asked an obvious question. 

The Cramman. The Chair now directs you to answer both of 
those quest ions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer, sir, on the ground that it will 
jeopardize my rights under the fifth amendment, and would tend to 
incriminate me. 
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Mr. SoURWINE. May I suggest that if you have not done so, you 
consult with your counsel concerning your rights to refuse to testify 
with regard to your organization ¢ 

Mr. Travis. U'll consult with him. [Confers with his counsel. | 

Mr. Sourwine. May I ask you: Do you recognize the signature on 
that photostatic copy, as your signature / 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. 

The CHarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. 

The CHarrman. The letter will be admitted in evidence at this time. 

( The letter is as follows :) 


CIO INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL & SMELTER WORKERS, 
October 9, 1944. 


M. E. Travis, California Coordinator, S. F. 2—228 McAllister St., Market 1690; 
L. A. 3—5851 Avalon Blvd., CEntury 2-9106 


Mr. WILLIAM SCHNEIDERMAN, 
Communist Political Association, 942 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

Dear Bitit: A particular situation in the Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, necessitates 
my proceeding there where I will, in all likelihood, remain for approximately 
6 weeks. 

I regret the necessity for leaving the State, because upon my return from 
Washington I had looked forward to resuming activity here. However, I will 
return from Idaho at the earliest opportunity and hope that I then may resume 
my place within the C. P. A. in California. 

Best regards, 

TRAVIS 
JRM 
uopwa—s34. 

Mr. Connors. In October of 1944 were you California coodinator 
for the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. CIO ? 

Mr. Travis. To the best of my recollection, although I reserve the 
right to error on the date. 

Mr. Connors. In this letter you said that you would have to go to 
Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, but you would return at the earliest oppor- 
tunity and resume your place within the Communist Party in Cali- 
fornia, did you not ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights, 
under the fifth amendment, would tend to incriminate me. 

The CratRrMan. You are now quoting from the letter in evidence ? 

Mr. Connors. I am oly ine the substance of the letter. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question, Mr. 
Travis. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuairnman. How do } ou spell your name ¢ 

Mr. Travis. T-r-a-v-i-s. 

The Cuatrman. How is the spelling on that paper? 

ry . . > A . 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. You refuse to give us the spelling on that paper ¢ 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

The Cuamman. On what ground? 

Mr. Travis. On the ground that it will 

The Cramman. Tend to incriminate you ? 
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Mr. Travis. Tend to incriminate me, and it is a link in a chain 
of questions in the course of which you are trying to trick me into 
failing to protect my rights, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Call in Mr. Eckert. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, this letter is addressed to Mr. William 
Schneiderman, Communist Political Association, 942 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. It reads as follows: 

Dear Brit: A particular situation in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, necessitates my 
proceeding there where I will, in all likelihood, remain for approximately 6 weeks. 

I regret the necessity for leaving the State, because upon my return from 
Washington I had looked forward to resuming activity here. However, I will 
return from Idaho at the earliest opportunity and hope that I then may 
resume my place within the CPA in California. 

Best regards. 

TRAVIS. 

What was your place in the CPA in California at the time you 
wrote this letter, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment, tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you or have you ever been a certified public 
accountant ¢ 

Mr. Travis. No; I haven't. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair now directs you to answer the question 
of Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatmrman. What does C. P. A. stand for in that letter? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know what it stands for? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question. 

The Cnamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer as it will tend to incriminate me. 

The CrHarmman. T just want to make a casual observation here. 
Your counsel is with you. I do not know whether counsel has had 
experience along these lines or not, but I respectfully suggest that the 
witness should be properly advised on this thing. I think that is as far 
as I care to 70. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, it is possible for me to be mistaken as to what 
the law is as well as anybody else. However, I have advised my client 
what I think is the law of the land, and he is acting according to my 
ady ice. ; 

Mr. Travis. Senator, I appreciate your solicitude, but I am quite 
satisfied with the advice I am getting from my counsel, 

The CHatrman. All right, sir. 

I was going to adjourn now and reconvene this evening, but I think 
we will go on for another half-hour or three-quarters of an hour and 
perhaps not reconvene thisevening. We will do that if it is convenient 
to counsel. 

Mr. Krirxe. It doesn’t make any difference. 

Mr. Connors. I lay before you a photostatic copy of a list of mem- 
bers of the State committee of the California Communist Political As- 
sociation, which members were elected at the State convention of the 
Communist Political Association on June 11, 1944, and I invite your 
attention to your name, which appears as the twelfth name under the 
caption “Regular members.” Do you deny that you were a member 
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of the State committee of the California Communist Political Associa- 
tion of 1944? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the ground that it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

nr ~ : 

The CHarrman. Are you refusing to answer because a truthful an- 
swer to that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question because I believe that 
to answer that question would place me in the position as though I 
had answered the previous question. I refuse to answer that question 
on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment, which would 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Connors. What is the name appearing opposite the number 12 
in this column here ? 

Mr. Travis (looks at document and confers with counsel). I refuse 
to answer that question on the ground 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. What would be the nature of this incrimination which 
you would subject yourself to if you answered these questions with 
reference to Communist affiliation and activity ? 

Mr. Travis. If I answered that question it is my opinion that it 
would jeopardize my rights the same way as it would be if I answered 
the previous question. Therefore I refuse to answer this question now 
on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment, which would 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel you might be subject to a criminal prosecu- 
tion for information which would be given in an answer to these ques- 
tions with reference to Communist activity ? 

Mr. Krirxe. Would you repeat that? 

The CuarrMan. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The pending question was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr.Travis. I feel that if I answered these questions it would place 
me in the position of bearing witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. You don’t regard this proceeding here as a criminal 
proceeding, do you, or a criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Travis. I regard this as a proceeding conducted by a subcom- 
mittee of the Senate Committee on Internal Security. I don’t know 
whether it’s civil, or criminal, or what it is. 

Mr. Arens. The jeopardy which you fear, is it not, is the jeopardy 
which you might place yourself in of a criminal prosecution for a 
crime? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
might incriminate me. 

The Carman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer on the same 
ground. Senator, is there any objection to my smoking here? 

The Cuarrman. No, not at all. 

Do you offer in evidence this exhibit that was handed to the witness 
and as to which he refused to answer? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, Senator. It is marked “Exhibit No. 3.” 
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The Cuatrman. The exhibit will be inserted in the record. 
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The 


number 12 on the exhibit is also inserted in the record, the name being 
Maurice, M-a-u-r-i-c-e, Travis, T-r-a-v-i-s. 
(The document referred to is as follows:) 


MeEMnpi 


StaTe COMMITTEE, CALIFORNIA COMMUNIST POLITICAL ASSOCIA- 


ION OF CPA JUNE 11, 1944 


Levino 
Kknos Baker 


Ernest 


. Gus Brown 


Celeste Strack 
Harrison George 


RS OF THI 
TION, ELECTED AT STATE CONVENT 
REGULAR MEMBERS 

Anita Whitney 19). 
William Schneiderman 20, 
Louise Todd 21 
Pettis Perry 22. 
Steve Nelson Zed. 
*Carl Winter 24 


*Helen Allison 





7. Oleta Yates 25. Vivian Levin 

8. Leo Baroway °6. Harry Kramer 

9%. Rudie Lambert “7. Adele Young 

10. Max Silver 28. Elizabeth Nicholas 

11. Allan Yates 29. Mickey Lima 

12. Maurice Travis 10. Margery Pogue 

13. John Pittman 81. Morgan Hull 

14. Rev. Robert Whitaker (deceased) 382. Paul Cline 

15. Walter Lambert (on leave) 33. Ray Irvine 

16. Walter Stack 84. Charles Young 

17. Clarence Tobey 35. Walter Smith 

18. Mack Posey 36. Bernadette Doyle 
ALTERNATES 

1. Miriam Brooks 9, Mildred Bowen 

2. Joe Marty 10. Eva Shafran (deceased) 

8. Matt Crawford 11. Roscoe Proctor 

4. Dan Mah 12. Mickey Beagle 

5. William Frierson 13. Judy Schmidt 

6. Ray Thompson 14. Bert Edises 

7. Jane Wilson 15. Arturo Mata 

8. Ada Smolan 


Mr. Connors. I hand you now a photostatic copy of a list entitled 
“Members of the State Board, California Communist Political Asso- 
ciation,” and I ask you what is the next to last name appearing on 
that list ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the ground—— 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. : 

Mr. Connors. You do not deny that that name is Maurice Travis, do 
ué 
Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuatrMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 
Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to offer this as an exhibit. 

The CuamMan. The exhibit will be inserted in the record. 
(The document referred to is as follows :) 


MEMBERS OF THE STATE BOARD, CALIFORNIA COMMUNIST POLITICAL ASSOCIATION 
Rudie Lambert 
Max Silver 
Allan Yates 
John Pittman 
Maurice Travis 
Carl Winter (transferred to Michigan) 


William Schneiderman 
Anita Whitney 

Pettis Perry 

Louise Todd 

Leo Baroway 

Steve Nelson 

Oleta Yates 


*Carl Winter and Helen Allison were transferred to Michigan, and are no longer mem 
bers of our State committee. 
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Mr. Connors. I hand you now a photostatic copy of a list entitled 
“Members of the State Committee, Communist ee Association,” 
and invite your attention to this entry here under which I have my 
pencil. What is that name, please? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it will 
tend to incriminate me and jeopardize my right under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to introduce this in evidence. 

The CuamMan. Do you refuse to answer the question propounded 
by Mr. Connors because your answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the ground that—(confers with 
counsel.) Yes. 

Mr. Connors. How many meetings of the State board of the Cali- 
fornia C ommunist Political Association did you attend ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Were you representing the rank and file members of 
the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers Union when you were attending 
these meetings? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. Although I don’t know whether the question follows, 
What meetings are you referring to? 

Mr. Connors. Meetings of the State board of the California Com- 
munist Political Association. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the ground of my right under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you, Mr. Travis, to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever hear of the Richmond section of the 
California Communist Party ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directs you to answer, Mr. Travis 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, you bel ome’ to the Richmond 
section of the California Communist Party for a while, didn’t you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

The Cnatrrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the ground of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. , 

The Cuatrman. I take : that you are refusing to answer on the 
ground that your answer to the question might tend to incriminate 
you; is that your position ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the ground that it would place 
me in the position of bearing witness against myself. Senator, may 
[ elaborate on that answer at this point for a moment? 

The Cratrman. I do not think vou need to elaborate. You state 
vour ground. Your counsel is with you. You get the ground from 
him. 
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Mr. Travis. I think today with all the hysteria and everything else 
that anybody who answers a question of this kind is certainly jeopard- 
izing himself, and I feel that I am jeopardizing my rights under the 
fifth amendment to answer questions. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you think you are leaving yourself 
liable to criminal prosecution if you answer truthfully ; is that right ? 
Is that vour answer? 

Mr. Travis. My answer is that I refuse to answer on the ground 
of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMan. That is, you are refusing to answer my question ? 

Mr. Travis. I understand those rights to be that I may claim the 
privilege of the fifth amendment w hen I think to do otherwise would 
subject me to unreasonable prosecution. 

Mr. Arens. How about a prosecution that is not unreasonable? 
How about just a prosecution for a crime? 

Mr. Travis, I think the fifth amendment is for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the innocent. The Supreme Court has so said, and I know 
that the fifth amendment, the Bill of Rights of the Constitution, 
states that a witness cannot be required to bear witness against him- 
self. On those grounds I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel that you are innocent of any part in a con- 
spiracy to undertake to overthrow the Government by force and vio- 
lence ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. Did you sign a non-Communist affidavit with the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. I have a photostatic copy here of an affidavit which 
you signed. Do you deny signing an affidavit in compliance with the 
Taft-Hartley Registration Act? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer these questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the same grounds. 

The CratrmMan. Let’s be specific about it. You are citing the fifth 
amendment, and you are refusing to answer because your’ answer 
might tend to incriminate you, which is the fifth amendment. Is that 
the ground on which you wish to stand? The Chair has directed you 
to answer. 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). It’s not my understanding 
that this is the way the fifth amendment puts it, Senator, but I am 
satisfied with your formulation of it. 

Mr. Connors. I have here a photostatic copy of a document en- 
titled “Affidavit of Non-Communist Union Officer,” signed by M. E. 
Travis, 2219 West Campbell Park, Chicago, TIl., and dated the 4th of 
August 1949, Is that your signature, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground, 

Mr. Connors. I have here a photostatic copy of another document 
entitled “Affidavit of Non-Communist Officer,” dated the 19th day of 
December 1951, signed by M. E. Travis, 412 Tabor Building, Denver, 
Colo. Is this your signature, Mr. Travis? 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question. I refuse to answer 
it on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you required to file an affidavit of non-Commu- 
nist affiliation with the NLRB? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Did you in fact file such an affidavit 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. You are directed, Mr. Travis, to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to offer these two affidavits as exhibits. 

The Cuatmman. They will be inserted in the record. 

(The documents referred to are as follows :) 


“ 
Farm NURS wot 
(6-485 UNITED STATES OF anrRica 
NATIONAL LASOR RELATIONS BOARD 
AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 
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STA ae 
NATIONAL | at 


AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNIOP! OFFICER 


See mehuctions o 


met he 
ms 3 re % 
Addres: 
oaiton 
The notery tod ether mercer cotharaed by Low te odminigio gaths mast PM ce completely Peet rpeces below 
efor t ¢ of De 182 : 
: oe ¢ 
My. . 
CSHONATt RED 
WARNING. The attention of peraona Wing this form with the Board js direct bic (ki baal ue 
seek y pwrion Shing OF caumeng te be made any fa r fraudulent statements oF prpresestations 
h any hig: the purieliet { the Howrd shall be fined not more than 8 Ry r atnprceored nok more ther 
The Cuamman. Call in Mr. Eckert. 
FURTHER TESTIMONY OF KENNETH ECKERT 
The Cuamman. Mr. Eckert, you have been sworn and testified as a 
witness. Do you see here in this room a gentleman to whom you 


referred to as Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Eckert. Yes; I do. 

The Cuatrman. Is this the gentleman to whom you referred, the 
witness who is now 1n the chair? 

Mr. Ecxerr. That’s correct. 

The Cuarmman. That is the Mr. Travis to whom you referred as 
being a member of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Ecxerr. That’s correct. 





— 
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(Witness Eckert excused.) 

The CuatrmMan. Counsel, we are discussing the matter of recon- 
vening this evening. 

Mr. Krirke. We are at your disposal. 

Mr. Travis. Senator, before you recess I have here petitions with 
some 5.000 signatures of leaders of our union bearing on this hearing 
here which I would like to submit to you for the record for your 
perusal. May I leave them with you? 

Mr. Sourwine. I respectfully suggest that they be received by the 
committee but not for the record since the signers are not here and 
are not under oath. 

The CuarrMan. They are not going to be received for the record, 
but they will be received by the committee. 

We are thinking seriously of adjourning now until an hour this 
evening, say, at 7:30. Would that be satisfactory to you, counsel ? 

Mr. Kripke. Yes, sir. I will need some time, Senator, to consult 
with my new clients. I hope you will consider that. 

The Cuairman. I will. What is your suggestion on that? I will 
comply with it. I want to finish this up if possible tomorrow, and 
Thursday at the lastest. 

Mr. Kripke. We will be prepared to come back tonight, if this is 
what you wish. 

The CrAtrman. All right. I have just one question. Mr. Travis, 
you have seen Mr. Eckert, who identified you here. Is he the Mr. 
Eckert with whom you served ? 

Mr. Travis. Served as what, sir? 

The CuatrMan. Did you ever serve with him in any party? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Do you recognize him? 

Mr. Travis. Yes, I recognize him in another association. 

The CHarrMan. You have offered a statement here and submitted 
it. The Chair has, as best he could during the afternoon, gone through 
it. The statement will be admitted in the record without reading. 

(The statement above referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY M. E. TrAvIS, INTERNATIONAL SECRETARY-TREASURER, INTERNA 
TIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL AND SMELTER WORKERS 


May I presume to tell this committee briefly something about the union whicl 
it savs it has undertaken to “investigate.” 

What I have to say here may not have been uncovered in the months of 
laborious “resear« h”’ which the committee’s investigators have carried on all over 
the country. But nothing of what I will say is any “news” to the more thar 
100,000 members of our union. They are well informed about the history and 
the affairs of their union. 

The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, which I am 
today proud to serve as an elected international officer, is one of the oldest unions 
on the North American continent. Next year we will celebrate our sixtieth 
anniversary. 

It may be news to you, Senator McCarran, that this union was conceived in jail, 
born in the struggle of miserably paid metal miners to resist a wage cut imposed 
by the big metal corporations. This union has known every conceivable kind 
of opposition and persecution. Employers’ thugs, labor spies, Pinkerton detec- 
tives, stool pigeons, armed sheriffs’ deputies, National Guard, State militia, 
Federal troops—all have been used in attempts to destroy our union. 








1In view of the bulk of this material, the union attorneys were requested to mail it to 
subcommittee office. 
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The courts and the newspapers—and even, on occasion, committees of Con- 
gress—have been handmaidens of the big corporations in fighting us. Our 
members have been shot down in cold blood. Their houses have been burned. 
They have been starved and beaten. They have been kept in bull pens—‘con- 
centration camps” is the modern term—for many months. They have been 
jailed on framed-up charges. Their children have been murdered. 

How did our union survive all this and grow until today it is recognized every- 
where as the union in the nonferrous metals industry? There are two answers 
to that question. 

First, we have survived because our union has remained profoundly faithful 
to its proud tradition of internal democracy. I cordially invite the members 
of this committee to study the constitution of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers. It provides the most rigid guaranties to safe- 
guard our union’s democracy. 

Our democracy, expressed through wide rank and file participation in all 
major policy decisions, through the use of referendum, initiative and recall, 
and through the broadest tolerance for differences of opinion, is unparalleled in 
the American labor movement. It is one of our most cherished assets. 

Because we have a democratic union, we have been able to preserve a genuine 
unity among our membership on all trade-union issues, despite wide differences 
of opinion on practically all other issues. We have our disagreements, yes, but 
they are always resolved in traditionally democratic style—first discussion, then 
vote, and everybody abides by the rule of the majority. 

The second reason we have survived despite everything the employers have 
thrown against us, is that our union produces results. 

rhe underground copper miner was on strike against a cut in his $3.50 daily 
wage when our union was born. Today, he is earning $15.80 a day. This ad- 
vance in wages, which has been accompanied by equally large gains in welfare 
and improvements in working conditions, was not handed to us freely by the 
nonferrous employers. We had to fight for it, militantly. We had to reject 
every attempt to weaken or divide our union, every siren song of sell-out. 

During the more than 59 years of this union’s history, it has been affiliated 
to the American Federation of Labor and to the Congress of Industrial Organiza- 
tions, which it helped found. We were expelled from the CIO because we re- 
fused to tie our union to the tail of any political party’s kite, because we in- 
sisted on maintenance of our union’s traditional policy of independent political 
action. 

In the 2% years since we left the CIO, we have striven vigorously for the 
goal which we believe is closest to the heart of every American worker—genuine 
and complete unity of labor. 

We believe that the existence of our union in the nonferrous metals industry 
has contributed enormously to the fact that the industry is one of the most 
stable in the United States. Fair wages, guaranteed and underwritten by Mine, 
Mill contracts, assure the employers of this industry that all the manpower they 
need to fulfill their production goals, Steadily advancing working conditions 
have helped to prevent miners and smeltermen from drifting into other indus- 
tries, as they did before our union was born, and indeed during its infant years. 
We are proud of the discipline whereby our union has consistently honored its 
contracts. 

Because we have a genuine desire to continue and make permanent the stability 
which has marked this industry, our union has recently come forward with a 
program which we call “A World at Peace.” This program outlines a number 
of specific steps which we earnestly believe should be taken in order to assure 
the stability of the nonferrous metals industry, not only in the United States 
and Canada, but throughout the world. Our forty-eighth convention held last 
month in New York City, unanimously adopted this program, a copy of which I 
now present to this committee for introduction into the record of this hearing. 

We feel so strongly about this program, A World at Peace, that we are laying 
plans to have it presented formally to the United Nations Assembly and the 
United Nations Economie and Social Council, as well as to the United States 
Congress and Canadian Parliament. 

We believe, however, that neither the nonferrous metals industry nor any 
other industry can remain stable when the trade unions in those industries are 
subjected to the kind of persecution which has become fashionable in recent 
years. 

Our union objects strenuously to the Taft-Hartley Act, which has become a 
symbol of the drive which the United States Government has been carrying on 
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against legitimate trade unions at the behest of, and on behalf of, American 
corporations. 

Our union is opposed to the McCarran Act, which carries within it a host of 
serious threats to the entire labor movement. 

Our union is opposed to the rising tide of persecution of trade-unions and 
their leaders by congressional committees. We are particularly outraged by the 
procedures under which these committees, including especially the House Un- 
American Committee and the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, operate. 
Our concern about the operation of these committees is echoed by the comment 
made not long ago by Prof. Zechariah Chafee, Jr., of the Harvard University 
School of Law, who said: 

“I am disturbed by the gradual erosion of many fundamental human rights 
which were cherished by the Americans of 1791. It is not just a question of in- 
roads on freedom of speech and press, freedom of assembly, and freedom of peti- 
tion (through the deterring effect of red-listing). Equally disquieting is what 
these inroads are doing to our traditions of a fair trial \ person who is sub- 
penaed into a legislative investigation, where his reputation and perhaps his 
livelihood are at stake, is denied much of the protection long enjoyed by those 
who risk imprisonment or a fine. He is not told what he is charged with before 
he prepared his defense and starts answering questions; the investigators have 
a roving commission to find out anything whatever that will damage him. He 
cannot demand to be confronted with the witnesses against him, for they may 
be spies whose identity the secret police do not want disclosed. So he may not 
know who his accusers are, and in any event he cannot cross-examine them. The 
normal right to counsel is denied. Sometimes he cannot even bring a lawyer 
into the room with him. When a lawyer is graciously admitted, he must usually 
be just a bystander with no chance to conduct the defense. Investigating com 
mittees even propose the disbarment of lawyers who defend persons suspected 
of subversive activities.” 

So far as our union has been able to determine, the hearing to which this 
committee has dragged members of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers is patterned precisely on the undemocratic procedure described 
by Professor Chaffee. 

The committee in this case has seen fit to release to the press the names of 
the so-called witnesses it has called from outside the ranks of our union We 
wish to call the committee’s attention to the fact that the majority of these 
Witnesses are persons who have been rejected and expelled by the members of our 
union. They have been defeated in democratically conducted elections Follow- 


ing their defeat, they have in every case attempted to betray the union and its 
membership. They are open, avowed enemies of this union 

Not long ago, a very distinguished American named Mr. Archibald MacLeish 
addressed a query to this Nation. He asked: “Can a committee of Congress do 


indirectly by inquisition into a man’s beliefs, what the Constitution forbids 
Congress to do directly; and if it can, what is left of the Constitution and the 
freedom it protects?’ 

That is an important question, Senator McCarran and Senator Watkins, I 
know that, as a subpenaed witness, I am denied the right to put any question 
to you. But I believe the people of the United States, including especially the 
citizenry of Nevada and Utah, deserve to hear your answers to this question 

We have noted, from a casual study of this committee’s earlier investigations, 
that it is directing its inquiry to the unearthing of what it is pleased to eall 
evidence intended to support a new piece of legislation having as its purpose 
further restriction of organized labor. We of Mine-Mill don’t believe there is 
such a thing as partial freedom. We don’t accept the possibility of free trade- 
unions that are “just a mite restricted.” Trade-unions, like American citizens, 
are entirely free or they are not free at all. 

The membership of our union, upon hearing that six of their leaders had 
been ordered to appear before this committee for this hearing, expressed their 
indignation in a wide variety of ways. I am sure that you, Senator McCarran, 
as well as the other members of your committee, have received a large number 
of protests both from individual members and from locals of our international 
union. 

In addition, I have here a petition addressed to you, Senator McCarran, and 
the other members of this committee. This petition has been signed by 5,000 
leaders of our union By signing this petition, they are indicating their attitude 
toward your “investigation.” You will note the demand, contained in this peti- 
tion, that rank-and-file members of our union be given an opportunity to testify 
during the course of these hearings. I present these petitions with the request 
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that thev and the signatures thereon be introduced as a part of the record ot 


this hearing 
In view of the foregoing, I must declare to this committee that the inter 


national union which I represent has gone on record repeatedly against the pur 
poses and procedures of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. As an 
elected officer of the union, I can only support the stand taken by my union, with 
which I agree with whole heart. 

Mr. Travis. Do you persist in your refusal to allow me to read it? 

The CruarrmMan,. It will be inserted in the record. 

We will recess now until 7:30 this evening. The witness will re 
turn tothe chair at that time. All witnesses w il] return. 

(Whereupon, at 3:20 p. m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 


at ¢250 p.m. of the same day.) 
EVENING SESSION 


The CrratmrmMan. The committee w ill come to order. 

Again may I ask the kind cooperation of those in the room in view 
of the congested condition that you keep as quiet as possible because 
the acoustics in this room are not vood at best. Will vou kindly as- 
sist us in maintaining order? I will appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Krirke. Senator, this afternoon when I entered my appearance 
for several of the members of the union, including Mr. Jencks, I per 
haps gave you the erroneous impression that Mor. Jencks was in that 
eroup that was being sworn. He was not in that group. 

The Cnatmman. | understand he was not. 

Is he in town? 

Mr. Kripke. I believe he is here. He may be 

The Chairman. Is Mr. Jencks here? 

Mr. Jencks. Yes, sir. 


Phe Crramman. You may come forward, Mr. Jencks. Are there 
he nesses here who are under subpena? Are there any 

other persons in this room under subpena / If so, please come for 

Mr. Jencks, will vou come forward and raise your right hand? Do 
you olemnly wear the test Miony vou are about to give bi fore the sub 
committee of the Committee on the Judici ivy of the United States 
we I] | the ti h, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 
Oo ( ry \ ( ad 7 

Mr. Jencks. I do. 

Phe Crarman. You will be excused from the room. You will be 
afforded ac mmodat by the mal hal and will be called when wi 
ve 


You Ih) L\ proceed, Mr. Conne rs, 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF MAURICE E. TRAVIS, SECRETARY- 
REASURER OF THE INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL. 
AND SMELTER WORKERS 


Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis. vou belonged to the Richmond section of 
the California Communist Party for a while, did you not? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cratrman. Do you refuse to answer that question on the 
ground that your answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the ground that I 
will. not be a witness against myself, 
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The Cuairman. Do you care to answer my question / 

Mr. TRAVIS. I refuse to answer your question on the same grounds 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 
The C hi air directs you to answer both questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer both questions on the same grown 

The Cyairman. I do not know whether your counsel has advi wi 
you or not. If he hasn’t. I take it he will. I take it he woul | adlvise 
you that in taking the attitude which you do in refusing to answer 
you leave yourself liable to be cited in contempt of the Senate and also 
liable for prosecution for perjury. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, I might say in defense of my competence that 
he has been so advised. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then I do not have to advise him. 

Mr. CONNORS. Mr. Travis. I hand you two photostatic copies of 
documents. One is entitled the “In” record of the Richmond section. 
The other is entitled the “Out” record of the Richmond section. I 
want you to glance at these documents and see if your name appes 
on both of them. Do you see the entry on the “In” record Ursula 
and M. Travis, 124 Twentieth Avenue!’ It is opposite the date 3-6. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was: Do you see it / 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). - refuse to answer the ques- 
tion on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. What part of that pin do you re fuse to an 
swer, “Do you see?” Is that the part you refuse to answer 

Mr. Krirxe. He has answered the whole question. 

Mr. TRAVIS. ] have answe pie - whole quest on. 

Mr. C INNORS, I ask you : Do you SCC the entry opposite 
“Ursula and M. Travis?” 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question as to whether T see 
it or not. I refuse to answer any questions about this piece Of pat 
on the ground of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. Do you refuse to answer on the ground that your 
answer might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Travis. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. 

The Cuatmmman. Very well. 


) 
1 
i 


Mr. Travis. On the ground that I will not bear witness against 
myself. 

Mr. Connors. Turning your attention to the second of those 1 
Sti: ip yled- together coeuments, do vou see the last e1 try on that doc 


ment, and if you do, will vou rear 1 it. ple ise / 

Mr. TRAVIS. I refuse to answer thi: il qi iestl 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you holding two adie tats in your hand? 

Mr. Travis. Yes: I am holding two photostats which are clipped 
together. 

Mr. Sourwine. You can answer some questions about that document 
without hurting yourself. 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know whether I can or not. I don’t think I 
can. That’s my belief. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are holding two photostats in your hand and 
you won't testify as to what you see there. 

Mr. Travis. I believe you are attempting e start a chain of ques- 
tioning which will tend to incriminate me if it is pursued, and there- 
fore I ‘refuse to answer. 
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The Cuamman. What was the last question, Mr. Reporter, by Mr. 
Connors ¢ 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

The Crarrman. All you are asked there was to read. You were 
not asked a question. 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know what my rights are here, Senator, but I 
presume that the purpose of this committee is to ask me questions. 
You are investigating our union. I presume I here have the respon- 
sibility of answering or not answering questions. Now, I don’t know 
whether the committee has the right—I wish you would inform me— 
I don’t know whether the committee has a right to ask me to perform 
a manual task for the committee which is involved in reading a docu- 
ment. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Travis, you took an oath to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God. You took 
that oath here before this committee. You simply have been asked 
to read an entry. That is all you have been asked to read. You have 
not been asked for a statement. You have not been asked for an 
answer. You have not been asked for anything except to read an 
entry ona piece of paper. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to read it on the same grounds. I believe that 
if I read this that I would be testifying against myself as I would be 
identifying a document or some way referring to it, and I believe that 
a reference to this document by me would tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Now, why would it incriminate you? State to the 
committee. 

Mr. Travis. If I answered that question I feel that I might as well 
have answered the previous question, from the standpoint that then 
I would have been indicating the answer you wanted in the first place. 
Therefore I refuse to answer the second question on the same ground; 
1 mean bearing witness against myself. 

The CrarrMan. You refuse to answer under the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States on the ground that an answer 
given by you might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on my rights under the fifth amend- 
ment. I have here the language of the fifth amendment. It doesn’t 
ay anything about incriminating myself. It says, “nor shall be com- 
pelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself.” That’s 
the ground on which I refuse to answer. 

The Cuamman. All right; now the Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

The Cuatrman. Very well. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, do you deny that these two documents 
which I hold and which at this time I offer for the record are a record- 
ing of your transfer in and out of the Richmond section of the Cali- 
fornia Communist Party ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask that the record 
show that these two documents which are now being offered are the two 
documents which the witness had in his hand at the time he volun- 
teered the statement that he would answer no questions concerning 
those two documents because to do so might violate his rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The CuHarrman. The record will so show, and the instrument will 
be admitted in the record at this time. 
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The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs the witness to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Travis. No question is before me. 

The Cuatrman. I think you replied in an answer that you would 
not answer because it might violate your rights under the fifth amend- 
ment. I now instruct you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live at 416-A South Maple Street, Kellogg, 
Idaho? 

Mr. Travis. I answered that question before by saying that at one 
time I lived in Kellogg, Idaho. I don’t recall the street or address. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that the Shoshone County branch of the Communist Political 
Association met at your home in Kellogg, Idaho, on February 20, 1945. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same ground. 

The CuarrmMan. The same instruction now, Mr. Travis. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse again to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Connors. And I also put it to you that this same county branch 
of the Communist Political Association met at your home in Kellogg 
on March 27, 1945. 

Mr. Travis. Are you asking me—— 

Mr. Connors. Will you affirm that or deny it? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse again on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you attend a convention of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in Cleveland, Ohio, in 
September of 1946? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Connors. Was your role at this convention to guide the Com- 
munist faction of the union leadership 4 

Mr. Travis. My role at that convention was to function as any 
other official of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers in attempting to handle the affairs of the convention and 
cooperate with the delegates who were there and the officers in de- 
veloping a program in that convention and carrying on the business 
of the union at that convention. 

The Cuarman. Read the question to the witness, please, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuatrman. That can be answered “yes” or “no. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
rights of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarman,. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. 1 refuse on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever hear of a four-man steering committee 
of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Travis. No. 

Mr. Connors. Your answer is that you did not? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know what you mean by a steering committee. 

The CuatrmMan. The question is: Did you ever hear of a four-man 
steering committee? Did you ever hear of it; yes or no? 

Mr. Travis. I have to know what you mean by steering committee. 
{Confers with counsel. | 
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The Cuatrman. You are only asked as to whether or not you have 
ever heard of it. The name is given to you, four-man steering com- 
mittee. If you have never heard of it, you can say “No.” If you have 
heard of it, you can say “Yes.” 

Mr. Travis. I have answered “No. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever serve on a four-man committee within 
the Internation! Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers with 
Albert Skinner, Kenneth Eckert, a fourth individual, and yourself? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. How could it incriminate you to have served on a 
committee with Kenneth Eckert, Albert Skinner, and another in- 
dividual ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds; if I an- 
swered that, it would tend to incriminate me in the same manner as 
though I had answered the previous question. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse again on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that it was a function of this four-man steering commit- 
tee to hold special meetings preceding union conventions and to decide 
union policy at these meetings. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same ground. 

The Cnatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. I'd like to say at this point, Sena- 
tor, that the police; vy of this organization is developed by the members of 
this organization. As I said, I don’t know of any committee that 
establishes the policies for this union or steers it or directs it in any 
particular way. This is a democratic union, and it functions in that 
way. It has an executive board, has officers, has local unions, and the 
policies and program of this union, its decisions, are made by the 
workers in the union and the officers, not by any committee or group. 

Mr. Connors. If that is true, why do you refuse to answer? Why 
do you refuse to comment upon a function of a four-man steering 
committee ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground, on the same 
grounds as previously. 

Mr. Connors. You do not deny the existence of a four-man steering 
committee ? 

Mr. Kripke. May we search the record on that ? 

The CHarrMan. Just a moment. 

Mr. Travis. I have not denied or affirmed the existence of such a 
committee. I refuse to answer questions in connection with it. 

The Cuarrman. Again the Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Travis, and ask you to 

affirm or deny the fact that the ealic vy decided at the meetings of this 
four-man steer ing committee to which I have alluded was dictated to 
this four-man steering committee by the ¢ ct Party. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman,. The Chair instructs you to answer. 


” 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny that the Communist Party of the United 
States of America and the functionaries of that party gave you in- 
structions when you were a member of the four-man steering commit- 
tee and that you later implemented those instructions with respect to 
the policies of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer. That can be 
answered “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. You do not deny that as a statement of fact; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse toanswer. I have neither aflirmed or denied it. 

Mr. Connors. I ask you at this time if you deny it. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that. 

The Cnatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946, 1947, and 1948, to the best of your knowledge, 
were the policies of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers dictated to you exclusively by the membership of the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. In our organization nobody dictates policies. They 
are developed out of discussions, meetings, local union meetings all 
over the country. They are transmitted from there to the higher 
councils of the union. They are acted upon in convention. If you 
are asking me if I have p: irticipated in making those decisions, I have. 
I have expressed my opinion at one point or another on most decisions 
that are made in this union, most policies which were formed, and 
collectively the members of this union, together with the leadership, 
establish the policies and program and methods of operation of the 
union. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946, 1947, and 1948, were the policies of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers made exclu- 
sively by the membership of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. They certainly were. 

The Cuarrman. If you were a member of the Communist Party 
during the years named by the counsel, did your membership in the 
Communist Party affect you in your work in the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Union ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
I will not be a witness against myself. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946, 1947, or 1948, did you at any time meet with 
any person known to you as a member of the Communist Party and 
not a member of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers in order to receive from that particular person direction eon- 
cerning the policies to be laid before the International Union of Mine. 


Mill, and Smelter Workers? 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

The Cnarrman. Mr. Travis, can you not see the position you are 
putting the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Union into? Can you not realize 
what your answers mean to the great body of labor that is involved 
under the unionship of Mine, Mill, and Sme Iter ? 

Mr. Travis. I certainly can, Senator, and I submit that I am in 

better position to judge what kind of position I am putting this 
union in or not putting it in than you are, sir. 

The CHARMAN. You are laving your union wide open now to the 
charge of communism, and it is unfair for you to do that to a body 
of 100,000 fine Americans who work in the union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelters. You may take that position if you want to, but I draw 
your attention to what you are doing to your fellow workers. 

Mr. Travis. Senator, the allegations of communism and similar 
allegations have been made against this union for a long time. Asa 
matter of fact, I think you made one in here yesterday, and the mem- 
bers of this union are aware of those allegations and what they mean 
and whether or not they are true. They'll be the judge on th: at ques- 
nee and, if the membership of this union feels that is embarrassing 

, they'll take appropriate action. 

On the other h: ind, they’ll do the reverse if they see fit. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that in 1948 you attended a Communist Party trade- 
union meeting in New York City also attended by William Z. Foster, 
national chairman of the Communist Party, and Eugene Dennis, secre- 
tary of the Communist Party, U.S. A. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cnatrman. What part of that question would involve you 
under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. An answer to it would place me in the position of 
having in effect answered the previous question. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair instructs you to answer both questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Were you at the meeting to which I alluded a moment 
ago representing the interests of the rank and file members of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of I 
won't be a witness against myself. 

The CratruMan. Again the Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. ¢ ‘ONNOR Ss. 1D w! you te I] your me 8 rshi Ip that you planned to 
attend that meeting to which I alluded a moment ago? 

Mr. Tr vis. I ro to answer that. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you again, Mr. Travis. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse again on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Will you kindly explain to the subeommittee how 
it benefited the membership of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Union 
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for you to be present at a meeting with the national chairman and 
the secretary of the Communist Party, USA? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Did it benefit the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
for you to be present with those parties named / 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that, Senator. 

The CHamman. The Chair instructs you to answer both questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer acy iin on the same erounds, and I 
submit that this gets to the point of tyrannical prosecution in my 
opinion, Senator. 

The Cuamman. That is a committee matter for this committee to 
determine, not for you. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, I put it to you as a fact and ask you 
to aflirm or deny the fact that you were present at a conference on 
December 10, 1948, at the residence of the Polish consul in Chicago 
and there you conferred with respect to esti ablishing the Polish Relief 
Committee: is that correct ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cramman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been down at the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Connors. Is that not far from Taos, N. Mex. ? 

Mr. Travis. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Who operates that ranch, Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Travis. Mr. and Mrs. Vincent. 

Mr. Connors. Is that Craig Stephen Vincent and Jeannette Wells 
Vincent ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Is that Craig Stephen Vincent a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Is Jeannette Wells Vincent a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same erounds. 

The Cramman. The Chair instructs you to answer both questions. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Were you at the San Cristobal Valle y Ranch in Sep- 
tember 1950 and in June 1951, to the best of your recollection ? 

Mr. T RAVIS., I have been at this ranch perhaps 12 or 15 or more tim Ss. 
ancl I just don’t remember the dates on which ] have been there. 

Mr. a. Now, don’t you know that the Communist Party in 
Denver, Colo.. ata meetin if on March 1%. L950 decided that the San 
C ristobal V: a Ranch would be operated for the benefit of the Com- 
munist Partv ; ind that all proe ‘eels ‘derive d therefrom would v0 tot he 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of my rights un- 
der the fifth ame — nt. 

The CuatrMan. The Chair instructs vou to answer. 
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Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you regard the Communist Party, U.S. A., as an 
agency of the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of my rights 
under— 

The Crarmrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuatrMan. What does C. P. A. stand for? 

Mr. Travis. You suggested earlier that it stands for certified public 
accountant. 

The CuarrMan. I did not suggest it; Mr. Sourwine did. Do you 
know what it stands for? 

Mr. Travis. It could stand for any number of things, among which 
I sup ae e are Communist Party, if you are asking for an opinion. 

The Cramman. Does C. P. A. stand for Communist Party of 
America? Is that it? 

Mr. Travis. It could, I suppose. 

Mr. Connors. You know, don’t you, that at one time it stood for 
Communist Political Association ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Carman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall attending a meeting at a restaurant in 
Chicago called the Russian Cooperative Restaurant in the company of 
Kenne th Eckert ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairnman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, don’t you think that a member of the 
Communist Party owes his primary allegiance to Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the eround of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, to whom in the Communist Party are 
you responsible with respect to the way you conduct your business in 
the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that. 

The Cuarman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. That’s the same question which has been asked here in 
50 different forms. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair instructs vou to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer under my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny that you are responsible to a functionary 
of the Communist Party with respect to the way you conduct your 
business in the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter 
Workers ? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 
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The Cuamman. Did the Communist Party or any member of the 
Communist Party or any Communist agency instruct you to answer 
in the way you have answered this committee today ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer again on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth »mendment. 

Mr. Krirxe. Senator, I feel that I must say something on behalf 
of my client at this point. 

The Cuarrman,. I am sorry, but I cannot allow it. You may confer 
with your client, but that is all now. I do not want to get into any 
trouble with you, because I like you, and if you behave yourself we will 
get along fine. 

Mr. Knirxe. I like you, too, Senator, but there are certain things 
I have to do with respect to my client. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Travis, would you explain to the subcommittee 
why it is in your opinion necessary for a labor union in the United 
States to be staffed by members of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer. [Confers with counsel.] Senator, 
Ill change my answer to that last question. 

The Carman. Read the question first, please, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Travis. Read it back. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. 

Mr. Travis. I'll change my answer. It’s ai my opinion that a 
labor union in the United States has to be staffed by the members of 
the Communist Party. 

The Cuarrman. All right; proceed, Mr. Connors 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions, but Mr. Sourwine has. 

Mr. Sourwine. Just a few questions, Mr. Travis. Were you ever 
in Mexico? 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer that on the ground of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know of any real estate owned by the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers Union? 

Mr. Travis. I answered that earlier, and I know that we—I am 
almost sure—that we have some real estate, but I couldn’t indicate 
where it is. We have some union halls around. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t know of any particular parcel of real 
estate that you know is owned by the union? 

Mr. Travis. Not that I can think of at the moment. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. Are you aware that certain leaders of the Com- 
munist Party in the United States have been convicted by juries of 
American citizens of conspiring to advocate the forcible and violent 
overthrow of our constitutional form of government ? 

Mr. Travis. I have read in the papers that there have been. 

Mr. Sourwine. On the basis of that knowledge, sir, do you have 
any opinion as to whether the Communist Party advocates the forci- 
ble and violent overthrow of our constitutional form of government? 
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Mr. Travis. I think, sir, that the fact that a jury has so decided 
is not of any greater consequence nor should greater weight be at- 
tached to it than a decision which is made | yy any court. Courts fre- 
quel thy reverse themselves in decisions, as the Supreme Court has 
done on o¢ casion, and | don't know what can be proved by the fact 
that a jury has so decided beyond the fact that a jury has so decided. 
Other opinions are possible on the subject. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Do you have an opinion on the subject? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; I certainly do. I think that in this country— 
certainly in my own union—people have the right to form opinions 
on any sub ject that they want to and express them. They havea right 
of freedom of speech and freedom of e xpression, Presstoes of belief. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Having an opinion on the subject, sir, what is your 
opinion on that subject, on the subject of -—— 

Mr. Kripke. May I register an objection ¢ It isa legal matter. 

The Cramman. No. Just a moment. I understand, but you are 
out ot bounds. 

Mr. Travis. Opinion on what ? 

Mr. Sourwine. The subject of whether the Communist Party of the 
United States advocates the forcible and violent overthrow of oul 
constitutional form of Government. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer on the grounds— 

Mr. Sourwinr. You stated you did have an opinion. 

Mr. Travis. I stated I had an opinion about the question of whether 
or not people have a right to form their opinions about any matter, 
including a matter on which a jury has made a decision. | Confers 
with counsel. ] 

The CuarmMman. You are advising him, or prompting him? 

Mr. Kripke. I am advising him as to the law and as to the Consti 
tution, article I, which I feel is applicable here. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to answer your last question on the grounds 
of mv rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Travis. I refuse to for the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Krirkxe. May I say that was amendment No. 1 rather than ar- 
ticle I. I want to correct that for the record. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Travis. Senator, earlier this afternoon I submitted a state- 
ment which you accepted for the record. 

he CuamrMan, I put it in the record. 

Mr. Travis. I would like to submit this document as part of that 
statement. It is a part document prepared by our union which is 
entitled “A Program for Peaceful Production.” 

The CuHarrmMan. It will be in the file. 

(The document was received for filing by the committee. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, before you excuse the witness, in 
view of the fact that he has submitted this statement, may I ask two o1 
three brief qui stions about it ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you prepare this statement yourself, sir? 

Mr. Travis. No. sir: I did not. 

Mr. Sourwixe. Will you tell us who prepared it? 
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Mr. Travis. It was prepared by a number of people, among which 
[ am numbered, but a number of people worked on it in the interna- 
tional union. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Will you tell us who helped prepare the statement ? 

Mr. Travis. Well, our research department. You want the indi- 
viduals ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Travis. Mr. Stern, the research director of our union. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he work on it ? 

Mr. Travis. Yes. The other officers of the union expressed them- 
selves as to some of the material contained therein. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would like to have you name each and every per- 
son that you know worked on this document. 

Mr. Travis. Well, that’s a little bit ambiguous. If you want to 
know whose ideas and whose points of view and whose expressions of 
opinion that document contains, I ean tell you. 

The CuatrmMan. No: that is not the question, The question is: 
State who worked on this document that you know of. 

Mr. Travis. Mr. Stern worked on it, I worked on it, several stenog- 
raphers whose names I don’t know worked on it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know of anyone else who had a hand 
drafting the language, sir? 

Mr. Travis. No: that I can recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. You realize that if you had been permitted to read 
this document, it would have gone in the record as your testimony 
under oath, as material which you were testifying was true? 

Mr. Travis. Not necessarily. I am submitting it as expression of 
policy from this organization. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were under oath when you sat down here. If 
vou had read this as your statement it would have been testimony 
under oath, would it not ? 

Mr. Travis. I didn’t intend to read it as my statement. I am just 
submitting it for the record. 

Mr. Sourwine. You mean vou are not willing to swear to the truth 
and accuracy of anything in here? 

Mr. Travis. Lam willing to swear as to our intent as to the truth and 
accuracy. I don’t swear as to the truth and aeccura *y 1) 

Mr. Sourwine. Are the matters as stated as matters of fact within 
your own union / 

The Cuairman. You do or you do not swear to the truth or accuracy 
of anything? 

Mr. Travis. I was just about to explain it. -I don’t swear as to the 
truth or accuracy of any kind of theoretical proposition which can be 
questioned and in which there may be error. To the best of my knowl- 
edge and the best of our ability that document truthfully and accu- 
rately sets forth a program in which the officers and met ubers of this 
union believe. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are the matters which are set forth in here as 
matters of fact matters which are known to you to be true? 

Mr. Travis. Yes; to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwtne. For instance, you quote in here from a statement 
which you say was made by P rof. Zechariah Chafee, Jr. When and 
where did he make that statement ? 

Mr. Travis. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Sourwrner. Did you ever read that statement outside of the 
statement that you presented here ? 

Mr. Travis. If you will refresh my memory by reading the state- 
ment. 

The Carman. The question is: Did you ever read it? You 
offered it ? 

Mr. Sourwine. There is only one quotation from Professor Chafee 
in here. 

Mr. Travis (confers with counsel). I had not read this before. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know how long you have had that quotation 
from Professor Chafee, if it is a quotation from Professor Chafee / 

Mr. Travis. No; I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are rather in the position of having offered to 
the committee here a statement, concerning the accuracy of which you 
can’t testify. 

Mr. Travis. I am in the position here of representing my union, 
or that capacity, and in that capacity have submitted a document here 
whie h expresses the position of our union on a program, and that’s 
all it’s intended to do. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then, this document is not your own statement; 
is simply a statement prepared by the union and intended to oie 
sent the views of the leadership of the union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Travis. I would say that my failure to be aware of a particular 
quote in the document does not diminish the veracity with which I 
can say that that is a document representing the position and program 
of our union. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And it is offered as such and not as your personal 
statement ? 

Mr. Travis. Right, right, right. 

Mr. Sourwine. I think he record should so show. 

The Cuatrman. The record shows. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I have no further questions. That is all, Mr. Travis. 

The Cuarrman. You will still remain under subpena. We may call 
you again tomorrow. We don’t know. 

(Witness excused. ) 

The Crarrman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Kriexe. If Mr. Witt is the next witness, may I be entitled to a 
few moments of consultation with him ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Proceed, Mr. Connors. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW YORK, 
N. Y. ACCOMPANIED BY KENNETH N. KRIPKE, DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. Connors. Will you identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupat ion, Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Wrrr. My name is Nathan Witt, W-i-t-t. My residence is 160 
West Seventy-seventh Street, New York 24, N. Y. My occupation is 
lawyer. [amamember of the firm of Witt & Cammer, 9 East Fortieth 
Street, New York 16, N. Y. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Wirr. I was born on February 11, 1903, in New York City. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education, Mr. Witt ? 
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Mr. Wrrr. I was educated in the public schools of the city of New 
York. I received my bachelor’s degree at New York University. I 
received my law degree at the Harvard Law School. 

Mr. Connors. Was that in 1932? 

Mr. Wirr. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And you received a B.S. from New York University 
in 1927? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s correct, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. You were an attorney with the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Administration, were you not, from 1932 to 1934? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s incorrect, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Will you correct it then? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, sir; [ll be glad to. I was an attorney with the 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration from July 1933 until Feb- 
ruary 1934. 

Mr. Connors. On or about July 25, 1934, were you appointed an 
attorney with the National Labor Relations Board ? 

Mr. Wirr. I think that’s also incorrect, Mr. Connors. My recollec- 
tion, and it’s fairly clear, is that I was appointed an attorney to the 
staff of the National Labor Relations Board in February 1934 and 
that’s the reason I left the AAA, to join the NLRB. Let me explain 
also, Mr. Connors, so there will be no doubt about it in the record, that 
when we refer to the NLRB in 1934 we are referring to the Board 
which was set up under Public Resolution No. 44, adopted by Congress, 
the Board set up by President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and it’s the 
Board which preceded the National Labor Relations Board set up 
under the Wagner Act in 1935 

Mr. Connors. Yes. Now, you were later appointed assistant gen- 
eral counselor with the NLRB, were you not ? 

Mr. Wirr. That’s somewhat incorrect also, Mr. Connors. I was 
appointed assistant general counsel, not counselor; assistant general 
counsel of the NLRB in December 1935. When the Wagner Act was 
passed and became effective on July 5, 1935, the staff of the old NLRB 
set up under Public Resolution No. 7 was taken over by the new 
Board set up under the Wagner Act. I was an atterney on the staff 
of that Board from July 1935 until I was appointed assistant general 
counsel in December 1935. 

Mr. Connors. Were you for a period of time secretary of the 
NLRB? 

Mr. Wirr. I was. 

Mr. Connors. What time was that, if you please ? 

Mr. Wirr. I was assistant general counsel from December 1935 until 
November 1937, when I was appointed secretary of the National Labor 
Relations Board. and I remained secretary until December 1940. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your occupation or your employment 
since 1940? 

Mr. Wirt. Since, I have been in practice in the city of New York. 

Mr. Connors. In the practice of law ? 

Mr. Wirt. Practice of law. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Mr. J. David Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. J. David Whittaker Chambers, or Whittaker Cham- 
bers, if you please, is a person who has given testimony in various pro- 
ceedings and before various committees s of the C ongress. 
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Mr. Connors. Mr. J. David Whittaker Chambers has admitted that 
he was at one time an espionage agent for the Soviet Government, 
has he not? 

vont a Well, I’m not sure, from my understanding of Mr. 
Chambers’ testimony, that he has quite admitted that. I am_ not 
disposed to quarrel with it. I have seen newspaper accounts of his 
testimony ne [ have had some transcripts of his testimony, and I 
wouldn’t be too sure as to what he has said and I would be reluctant 
to accept your formulation unless you showed it to me in the transcript, 
where I would be reading or seeing it for the first time. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge has Whittaker Cham- 
bers admitted that he was a member of an underground Communist 
Party apparatus ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Connors, I have no intention of fencing with you. 
[ama lawyer, and I speak in legal terms, and I speak in exact terms, 
and especially during the current period, in view of the operation of 
committees of this character, and the kind of terms which are us sed to 
describe people in organizations—— 

The Cuamman. What is the use of making a speech about it? 
Answer that question. 

Mr. Wrrr. I’m trying to answer, Senator. If I can’t answer, then 
my answer will have to be that the question is ambiguous. 

The CrHarrMan. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The CramrmMan. That asks for “to the best of your knowledge.” 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, I can’t answer that to the best of my 
knowledge because I am not just sure what Mr. Connors means by 
that language. I’m not sure what you mean by that language, and I 
am reluctant to give testimony which you might be able to say is not 
responsive to the question, or which is inaccurate, or perhaps even 
false. 

Mr. Connors. Speaking in exact terms, where did you first meet 
Mr. Chambers ? 

Mr. Wrrr. First, Mr. Chairman, again I must object to the form 
of that question, because that’s one—— 

The CHairmMan. The question is: Where did you first meet him? 

Mr. Wirr. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, I can’t answer that question. 
May I< _— why? 

The CuatrmMan. No. 

Mr. W ivr. I can’t answer that question because that’s a have-you- 
stop ped beating your-wite question. Mr. Connors hasn’t asked 
me—— 

The Cuamman. I am not going to argue with you. I will cite you 


for contempt in just about a minute and a half. If you can’t answer 


the question, all you have to do is say so. 

Mr. Wirr. I can’t answer that. 

Mr. Connors. Why is it you cannot answer, because you don’t re- 
member, or becaus se you dec line to: answe ay ¢ : 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, that’s another form of the same question. 
It’s because I can’t answer it in that form, as I tried to explain to the 
chairman. 


Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. David Whittaker Chambers as a 


person ¢ 
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Mr. Wirtr. Mr. Chairman, in the first place—— 

The CuHamman. The question is: Do you know Mr. Whittaker 
Chambers personally? Answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. My answer in the first place is I object to the question, 
because it violates my rights under the first amendment. 

The CHarrMan. Your objection is overruled. 

Mr. Wirr. All right. If my objection on the ground of the first 
amendment is overruled, I must state one sentence for the Senator, for 
the record, before you make your ruling. 

The CHarman. You are not going to parry with this committee. 

Mr. Wirt. Ihave no intention of parrying. 

The Carman. That is all you are doing now. 

Mr. Wirr. I'll deal with every fact question. 

The CHairman. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuairman,. That calls for an answer, yes or no. 

Mr. Wirr. You have overruled my objection to the question. First, 
may I just say one sentence why I make object*on ? 

The Carman. You may answer, yes or no. 

Mr. Wirr. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that you 
haven't let me ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Please answer, yes or no. 

Mr. Wirr. I have no alternative except to decline to answer the 
question on the grounds that under the fifth amendment I cannot be 
compelled to bear witness against myself. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman. If the Chair please, my 
answer in terms of my privilege under the fifth amendment, will be 
the same. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witt, do you know what the term “espionage 
agent” implies? 

Mr. Wirr. No; I don’t know, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Is it possible for you to define here and now the term 
“espionage agent” with respect to its coming under the espionage 
acts? 

Mr. Wirr. I think I can try that as a lawyer, but you ask me now 
for a legal opinion. 

Mr. Connors. I am asking you for your best definition. 

Mr. Wirr. My best definition—and, since I am a lawyer, I give it 
to you as a lawyer—my best definition, if I may take that in two parts, 
Mr. Chairman, of “espionage” is the act of securing material, data or 
secrets having to do with the defense or law establishment of the 
United States. An espionage agent, therefore, is a person who engages 
in the act of securing such data, material, or information. If I may 
anticipate, I was in this room _ afternoon when you were question- 
ing Mr. Travis as to whether or not he heard of testimony about me, 
Nathan Witt, hav ing been a mie r of a Washington espionage group, 
and I forget what answer Mr. Travis gave, but I’m anxious to give 
my own answer to your question, Mr. Connors, and my answer 1s— 
I don’t recall—— 

The CHarrman. Just a minute. Let Mr. Connors conduct this 
questioning. 
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Mr. Connors. I haven’t asked the question. Now, within the defi- 
nition you have given, have you ever been an espionage agent on behalf 
of Soviet Russia ? 

Mr.Wirr. I have not, and, Mr. Chairman, I am delighted that this 
question has been asked, because I was in this hearing room this after- 
noon when I heard Mr. Connors ask Mr. Travis whether he had ever 
heard of testimony to that effect, and I would like to ask Mr. Connors 

now to confront me with that testimony by Mr. Whittaker Chambers, 
by Mr. John Smith, by Mr. Tom Jones, or by anybody else. 

Mr. Connors. I'll ask the questions, at the pleasure of the Chairman. 

Now, to the definition you have given- 

Mr. Wrrr. Asa lawyer I know, Mr. Connors, it’s improper—— 

The Cuamman. Just a moment. This is not a speech-making pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. Wirr. It’s a proceeding in which I am entitled to protect my 
rights, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN. Justa moment. Answer the question. 

Mr. Bailiff—— 

Mr. Wirr. Is there a question pending? 

The Cuatrman. I'll order you in the custody of the marshal now in 
just about a minuta 

Mr. Wirr. I don’t think there is a question pending. 

Mr. Connors. To the definition you have given of an espionage 
agent, let me add this: An espionage agent is one who procures or 
transmits information of a confidential nature which he feels reason- 
ably sure will find its ultimate resting place in the hands of another 
nation, of a nation other than the United States. 

Now, within that definition, Mr. Witt, have you been an espionage 
agent ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, as a lawyer, I am just appalled at the 
form of that question. 

The Cuairman. All you have to do is answer “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Wrrr. Not that question, Mr. Chairman. I just can’t. I just 
can’t. T wasn’t taught this kind of law in law school. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you cannot answer that question ? 

Mr. Wirr. I can’t possibly answer that question in that form. 

The CHarrman, All right. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever give information to Mr. J. David 
Whittaker Chambers ? 

Mr. Wrrr. May I hear that ~‘uestion ? 

The CHatrman. Read the question. 

(Mr. Witt confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Krirke. Say that again. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

The Cratrman. Did you ever give information to Mr. J. David 
Whittaker Chambers ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Again I want to answer that, Mr. Chairman, with this 
one word first—— 

The CuarrmMan. You can answer that “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Wrrr. I'm sorry. I do want to answer. 

The Cratmrman. You either answer “Yes” or “No” or this comiait- 
tee will take appropriate action. 

Mr. Wirt. Then I have no alternative except to claim the same 
privilege. 
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The Cuatmrman. <All right. 

Mr. Wirr. I would like to answer that otherwise. 

The CuairmMan. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. Well, my answer is that I have never given information 
within the definition of espionage as I have discussed it with Mr. 
Connors to Mr. Whittaker Chambers or anybody else, that that’s all 
I wanted to say. 

The Cuamman. That is your answer ? 

Mr. Wrrr. That's my answer. I have changed the question. I 
want to be perfectly frank. 

Mr. Connors. That is within your definition now ? 

Mr. Wirr. Right. I'll be glad to have yours, Mr. Connors, and try 
to answer your ee peer 

Mr. Connors. I gave it to you a moment ago and you didn’t seem to 
follow it. 

Are you acquainted with Mr. Alger Hiss? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Connors. Did you serve in the Communist Party with Alger 
Hiss / 

Mr. Wirr. Well, I won't take your time to object to the form of 
that question. Pl claim my pr ivilege. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. So I won't be making speeches, Mr. Chairman, may it 
be understood that whenever—— 

The CuHamMman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. I give the same answer, but may—so I won’t be accused 
of making speeches, Mr. Chairman, may I simply say and may the 
record show that whenever I am asked about individuals, it’s under- 
stood that I would make the same objection to the question, under the 
first amendment? Then, I won't repeat. That’s under the first, as 
to individuals, and you overrule that, Mr. Chairman, and you direct 
me to answer, and then I make my claim under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witt, did you know prior to 1940 that Mr. Alger 
Hiss was furnishing information to Mr. J. Whittaker Chambers ? 

Mr. Wirr. I’m sorry, I must decline to answer that question on the 
same—— 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. I'm resorting to the same privilege, under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuairman. When you say “the same,” you mean that you in- 
voke the fifth amendment ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirrv. I still invoke the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know prior to 1940 that Mr. J. David Whit- 
taker Chambers operated a Russian espionage apparatus between 
Washington and New York City? 

Mr. Wirr. I would object to the form, but I will claim my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirt. Same answer, same claim. 

The Cuarrman, All right, proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Mr. Lee Pressman ? 
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Mr. Wier. Mr. Lee Pressman is a lawyer. 

Mr. Connors. Is he a former partner of yours? Now, so that you 
don’t object to the word “partner,” were you and Lee Pressman ever 
afliliated together in the practice of law? 

Mr. Wirr. May I have that question read, please ! 

(The record was then read | by the re porte! r.) 

Mr. Connors. Strike “affiliated” and make it “associated.” 

Mr. Wrrr. I refuse to answer that question and exercise my privi- 
lege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. Same answer, same claim, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Lee Pressman personally ? 

Mr. Wirr. Same answer, same privilege. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. Same answer, sir. Same privilege. 

The Cuairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever read any testimony that Mr. Lee Press- 
man has given before a congressional committee concerning you? 

Mr. Wirr. May I answer that by saying I heard Mr. Pressman give 
testimony before a congressional committee. I heard it. 

The Cuatrman. You heard it ? 

Mr. Wirr. I heard Mr, Pressman testify before a congressional com- 
mittee, in the course of which testimony he gave testimony concern- 
ing me. 

Mr. Connors. In the course of that testimony did Mr. Pressman 
identify you as a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. No; he did not, Mr. Connors, because the testimony I 
heard was testimony given by Mr. Pressman in August of 1948, in 
executive session of the House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever attend a Communist Party meeting with 
Mr. Lee Pressman ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. Again, sir, so we don’t waste time, I object to the form of 
this question. I am sure I would object to the form of many other 
questions asked by Mr. Connors, if I get the drift, but I refuse to 
answer that question, and exercise my privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. Same answer, and exercise the same privilege, and since 
Mr, Sourwine is about to ask me a question, Mr. Chairman, I appeal 
to you as a lawyer, to observe the universal practice, as I know it, of 
having only one interrogator interrogate a witness at one time. I 
have been in the courts of this country and the universal law is that 
when you are examining the witness, especially under cross-examina- * 
tion, which this is, only one counsel is sup posed to interrogate the 
witness, so I object to the procedure of this committee on that ‘ground. 

The Cuarmrman. That is very often true in courts, but you are not 
in court, and this is not a trial. 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, I gather—and that’s what you say, Mr. Chairman, 
and you have said that on other occasions, but I don’t know what’s 
happening to me if I’m not being put on trial here. 

The Cramman. All right, we will proceed. You may ask the ques- 
tion, Mr. Sourwine. , 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Witt, are you aware that Mr. Lee Pressman did 
testify on an occasion when he identified you as a former member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Wirr. lam aware that there was such occasion. 

Mr. Connors. Do you say now that that testimony given by Mr. 
Pressman was not the truth ? 

Mr. Wirt. Now, since you two passed this—— 

The Cuairman. Just a moment. You can answer that. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, I am a lawyer. I can’t disengage my 
other personality from my profession as a member of the bar, and 
when Mr.—— 

The Cuarrman. If you answer that question—— 

Mr. Wirr. I am not sure what the question is. It’sa simple thing 
to tell me, but I'm under pressure, and under your threats, and I 
am going to protect myself. 

The Cuarrman. I am running this committee. 

Mr. Wirr. I know you are. I am running—— 

The Cuatrman. You are not running—— 

Mr. Wirr. I am running my testimony in the light of my constitu- 
tional rights. 

The Cuarrman. You are a witness under oath. Now, tell the truth 
or just tell us you don’t want to do it under your oath. 

Mr. Wirr. There is no possibility in the world to tell you I won’t 
tell the truth. Everything I say here is the truth. 

The Cuatrrman. You have declined to answer right along. 

Mr. Wirr. I certainly haven't. The record won’t support it, and 
T won’t—— 

The CHarrman. Propound the question, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Wrrr. I don’t know whether Mr. Connors is referring to his 
questions or Mr. Sourwine’s question. 

The CHarrMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Connors. And I refer to the testimony referred to by Mr. 
Sourwine. 

Mr. Wirt. I am just confitsed because of this cross-fire here. With- 
out wasting time to go back to the record, may I ask Mr. Sourwine 
what year and what testimony he was referring to? 

Mr. Sourwrne. The testimony that you said you were aware of, 
Mr. Witt, whatever that was. 

Mr. Wrrr. Well, your notes would show it. 

Mr. Sourwriner. I don’t know what testimony you were aware of. 
You said you were aware of testimony by Mr. Lee Pressman. You 
do not recall what that testimony was? 

Mr. Wirr. I thought your notes would show that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. My notes couldn’t possibly show you what you are 
aware of and to testify to. 

Mr. Wrrr. The fact that you followed up Mr. Connors would 
lead—— . 

The Cramman. Just a minute. You might just as well answer the 
question and get through with this. 

Mr. Wirt. May I have the question read back, then ? 

Thé CuatrmMan. Read the last question by Mr. Connors, Mr. 
Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 
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Mr. Wirr. I refuse to answer that question and exercise that same 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirrr. Same answer, and I exercise the privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, 
Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Wrrr. Same answer, Mr. Chairman, and the exercise of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrmin. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. Same answer. I decline to answer in the exercise of 
my right not to give testimony against myself under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, may I be confronted with any testimony 
referring to an espionage ring in Washington? I think I am entitled 
to that before this gets out in the press. 

The CuarrmMan. I am sorry, but this is not a trial. I am sorry, 
sir, but you are excused. 

Mr. Wirr. You are depriving me of my rights. 

The Cuamman. You are excused. Will you please be excused before 
the marshal takes you out? 

Mr. Wrrr. Am I excused from the stand ? 

The Cuarrmman. Yes, sir; but you are not excused from the subpena. 

(Witness excused.) 

The CHatrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Clott has retained me as his counsel 
in connection with his appearance as a witness. 

Mr. Krirxe. In this connection, Senator, if you will permit the 
entrance of Mr. Witt as counsel for Mr. Clott, I will withdraw in 
his favor. 

The CHarmman. Wait a minute. The Chair will take that under 
consideration. You gentlemen are jockeying a little bit here. 

Mr. Wirr. We are not jockeying. 

The Crarrman. I said it and I will say it again. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Clott has retained me as counsel. 

The Cuatmman. Remove yourself from the room right now. We 
will not call the witness right now. Call another witness. 

Mr. Wirt. [represent Mr. Larson, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. Do you represent all of these witnesses now from 
now on‘ 

Mr. Wirr. We're not sure. If you want to give us a moment to 
go over the list, we will tell you, so there won’t be any problem. 

The CHarrman. All right. Do you withdraw ? 

Mr. Krirxe. Yes, sir; as to Mr. Clark, I wish to withdraw. 

The Cuairman. And you withdraw with reference to the other one 
that was called before ? 

Mr. Kripke. Yes. 

The CHatrmMan. You wish to withdraw from how many others? 

Mr. Krirke. May we confer for a moment on that? 

The CHatrmMan. I want you to set youself right in the record here, 
those that you represent and those that you do not represent. 

If the witness has no objection, you may take a picture of him now, 
but not during the time he is testifying. 
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Mr. Crark. I have no objection. 

Mr. Krirke. Senator, to make it clear, I am withdrawing as counsel 
for Mr. Clark and Mr. Clott at this time. We are going to have to 
confer with our clients as to the others. 

The Cuarrman. You say “We are going to have to confer”—you 
and Mr. Witt? Are you and Mr. Witt associated now? 

Mr. Krirxe. Certainly; we are both representing these people. 

The CuHairman. That is what I want to know; if you are associated, 

_ Mr. Wirr. And we will let you know before the other witnesses 
come forward as to which one of us will be representing him. 

The Crarmman. You are not appearing for this witness? 

Mr. Krirxe. I am not, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN CLARK, INTERNATIONAL PRESIDENT, INTER- 
NATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS, 
ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW 
YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Connors. Will you state your name, your residence, and your 
occupation, Mr. Clark ¢ 

Mr. Cirark. My name is John Clark. My residence is 403 South 
Lincoln Street, Englewood, Colo. My occupation at the present time 
is the president of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Clark? 

Mr. Cuiark. I was born in Sheffield, England, September 10, 1888. 

Mr. Connors. Are you a naturalized citizen of the United States ? 

Mr. Cuark. [Tam a naturalized citizen of the United States. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you naturalized ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. Excuse me a moment. Do you want to offer this in 
evidence ¢ 

Mr. Cuark. I was naturalized in the district court in Great Falls, 
Mont., in April 1936, 

Mr. Connors. When were you elected president of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 

Mr. Ciark. Before I answer that question I would like to present 
a statement, or like to read a statement I have prepared. 

The Cuamrman. You may present it to me. You may present it 
tome now. You shall not read it. 

Mr. Wirr. May I see it first ? 

The Cuamman,. I will see it first. If you are his counsel, you 
should have seen it a long time ago. 

Mr. Ciark. I would also like to present at this time a brief and : 
rebuttal to a brief which possibly has some hook-up with this com- 
mittee. I have some hook-up with this committee because of certain 
evidence that has been presented to the committee by other CIO, and 
some testimony by them on a presumed trial of this organization. 

The CuatrMan. You may lay that before the committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is this a brief you prepared 

Mr. Crark. This is a brief that the international union prepared. 
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Wirrr. May the record show that Mr. Clark has now handed 
the committee two sets of those briefs, one being an aflirmative brief, 
the other being a rebuttal brief, I believe. 

The Cuatrman. The record will show that he has laid on the table 
before the committee certain dow uments, the contents of which have 
hot bet vyone Into by the committee. You lay proceed, 

Mr. Connors. Will you answer the question, please, as to when you 
were elected president of the union 4 

Mr. Cuark. In 1947. 

Mr. Connors. And have you served as the president of the Inter 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers from that day 
to th ¢ 

Mr. Cuark. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Without interruption / 

Mr. Crank. Without interruption. 

Mr Connors. What was that exact date again, if you please 4 

Mr. Ciark. In 1947. 

Mr. Connors. Do you remember the month ? 

Mr. Ciark. No: | just forget the month of that election. I think 
the « ectiol month was November. 

Mr. Connors. What is the approximate total membership of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Crark. I would say between 90,000 and 100,000 members. 

Mr. Connors. What is the approximate total net worth of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Cuark. I couldn’t answer that. You would have to get that 
from the secretary-treasurer. I don’t know the exact amount of money 
that is in the funds at this time. 

Mr. Connors. What is your best estimate, Mr. Clark, or have you 
a best estimate ? 

Mr. Criark. I wouldn’t have a best estimate. You would have to 
get that from the secret: urs treasurer, . 

Mr. Connors. What is your salary as president of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. CuarKk. $6,750 per year. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have ane xpense account ? 

Mr. Crank. When I’m away from headquarters, I’m paid expenses 
on my trip away. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know what contributions the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers have made in the past 
12 months? 

Mr. Ciark. I could not answer that question. You'd have to get 
that from the books and from the secretary-treasurer. I liave no idea 
of the contributions. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know of any contributions made by your 
union within the past 12 months? 

Mr. Ciarx. Contributions to strikes, yes. We have made contribu- 
tions to strikes that we have been involved in in our organization; 
certainly. 

Mr. Connors. What is the affiliation of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers with the World Federation of 
Trade-Unions? 

Mr. Ciark. We have no affiliation with the World Federation of 
Trade-Unions. 
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Mr. Connors. Have you any connection with that organization? 

Mr. CxiarK. We have, on a communication basis. We get com- 
munications, sometimes, from that organization. 

Mr. Connors. Do you send any funds to that organization ? 

Mr. Cuark. We do not send any funds to that organization. 

Mr. Connors. Do you receive any funds from that organization ? 

Mr. Ciark. We do not receive any funds from that organization. 

Mr. Connors. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, 
Mr. Clark ? 

Mr. Ciark (confers with counsel). I am going to claim the privi- 
lege under the ‘law that it gives me the right not to answer that ques- 
tion. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Cuark. I refuse, because the law, the fifth amendment, gives me 
the right to refuse to answer that question. I could answer the ques- 
tion, and have answered it on many occasions under different cireum- 
stances, but I feel that at the present time, under the conditions sur- 
rounding this, I may, by answering the question, have to bear witness 
against myself, and the fifth amendment gives me that privilege, so 
that I do not have to do that. 

The Cuarrman. You say you have answered it on many occasions. 
Have you answered it under oath? 

Mr. Cuark. I have answered it not—I take that back—not of the 
Communist Party, but I have answered under oath when I took out 
my papers that I did not belong to any subversive parties in this 
country. 

The Cuatrman. That was when you took out your papers? 

Mr. Criark. That’s correct. 

The CuHarman. When was that? 

Mr. Crark. That was in April of 1936. 

The Cratrman. Since that time, have you joined or become asso- 
ciated with the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer that on the privilege granted me by 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The fact of the matter is you are a member of the 
Communist Party now; are you not? 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer that under the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer both questions. 

Mr. Criark. I still refuse under the privilege granted me. 

The Cuatrman. To what organizations do you belong? 

Mr. Cuark. I belong to the Eagles Lodge and to the Knights of 
Pythias, and belong to my own international union. 

The CuatrmMan. That is all? 

Mr. Crark (confers with counsel). And any others, of course, I 
am going to claim the privilege granted me again under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. I cannot hear you. 

Mr. Crark. I say I am again going to take the privilege granted 
me under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, to my question that the organiza- 
tions named by you were all to which you belonged, you claim the 
privilege under the fifth amendment; is that right? 

Mr. CriarKk. Could I get that question again, Mr. Chairman? 
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The Cuarrman. I said: In other words, in answer as to other 
organizations to which you belong other than the Eagles, the Knights 
of Pythias, and the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, you claim the 
privilege under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. CiarKk. I refuse to answer. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Ciarx. I refuse to answer because I have that privilege, under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cramman. Then you do belong to some other organizations 
that causes you to refuse to answer my question; is that right ? ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer that under the same priv ‘ilege. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Cruark. I refuse to answer, under the same privilege. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Now, with respect to the question asked you concern- 
ing your membership in the Communist Party, do you understand 
that, if you do not in fact be na to the Communist Party, you cannot 
claim the privilege under the fifth amendment with respect to that 
question ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. I don’t quite get your question. 

Mr. Connors. Do you understand that the fifth amendment protects 
you from testifying against yourself, protects you from bearing evi- 
dence against yourself? 

Mr. Ciark. That’s correct. 

Mr. Connors. Then, if a truthful answer to the question “Are you 
a member of the Communist Party?” was a negative answer you could 
not claim the privilege under the fifth amendment; could you? 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer under the privilege. 

The Carman. If a truthful answer to the counsel’s question was 
“No,” you would make it; would you not ? 

Mr. Cuiarx. It all depends on what the question was. 

The Cuamman. I am speaking of the question propounded by Mr. 
Connors a minute ago. 

Mr. Criark. I say again, because the question from my political 
belief on any organization, or what might be my political beliefs, or 
what might be others’ political beliefs, that it may involve me in 
bearing witness against myself; and, therefore, I take the privilege 
again unde v the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. Let me ask you a question: Are you a member 
of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. I again use my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, if a truthful answer to that 
question was “No,” you would not make that answer; would you? 

Mr. Cuark. Under the way the question is put to me, and what 
brought the question, I again resort to my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. It is not how the question was put to you, Mr. Clark; 
it is the answer—that is, a truthful answer—that controls whether 
or not you can use the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Crark. I have already stated that I think I have certain 
rights. I have been advised I have certain rights under the fifth 
amendment, which may involve me in bearing witness against myself 
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or involve me being persecuted. I am not going to answer those 
questions, because of the privilege granted me under that particular 
part of the law of the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. In other words, if you answe ‘red the question that 
you were a member of the Communist Party, believing that that 
might involve you criminally, you would invoke the right under the 
fifth amendment; is that it ? 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to even give an opinion on that kind of question 
again. I again invoke my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Do you understand, Mr. Clark, that the protection 
afforded you under the fifth amendment is gees not to testify 
with respect to material that might be used in a prosecution against 
you with respect to a status which is a crime against the sovereignty 
before which you are testifying ? 

Mr. Wirr. May I advise the witness, if he does not understand the 
question he can say so or ask him to read it back ¢ 

Do you want that read back 

Mr. Ciark. I would rather have it read back. 

Mr. Connors. Would you read it back, Mr. Carr? 

The Cramman. Read the question, Mr. it 

(The record was then read by the reporter. 

Mr. Connors. If you do not understand the question, I will with- 
draw it. I think we have gone over this ground before. 

Mr. Ciark. I don’t understand it well enough. 

Mr. Wirr. The question has been withdrawn. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a _— Mr. Clark, and ask you 
to aflirm or deny the fact that on May 4 and 5, 1946, you attended a 
special Communist fraction meeting i aid Ill., of the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and aaies Workers, at which meet- 
ing it was decided to appoint Mr. Maurice Travis as special assistant 
to the president of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers? 

Mr. Cuarx. I again take the privilege under the fifth amendment, 
and will not answer that question. 

The CHatrMan. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Crark. I refuse for the reason given. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended some Communist Party meetings 
with Mr. Travis? 

Mr. Cuark. I again take refuge under the law, the fifth amendment, 
and refuse to answer that question. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Cxiark. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

The CHamman. Would it be convenient to counsel to meet at 9 
o'clock tomorrow morning ? 

Is the other counsel here? 

Mr. Wirr. May I consult him for a moment ? 

The CHatrmMan., All right. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Kripke, the other counsel, anu my- 
self have consulted about your suggestion for a 9-o’clock session to- 
morrow morning, and may we respectfully ask that you give us a 
little more time, say, until 10 o’clock, for this simple reason: Your 
committee has been serving subpenas on additional witnesses today. 
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Neither Mr. Kripke nor myself have hada chance to consult with them. 
We are under very great pressure. 

In addition, I have a political-action conference going with a meet- 
ing early in the morning. It is even difficult for us to be here at 19, 
but we know we can’t trespass on your courtesy more than that. 

The CuarMan. We will accommodate you to this extent: We will 
take some other witnesses at 9 o’clock. We are anxious to expedite 
matters. 

I think we should convene at 9. We have other matters to attend 
to, so we will not take this witness on at 9 o’clock. We will take some 
other witness at 9 o’clock. 

Mr. Wirr. When do you want this witness, then ? 

Mr. Connors. We will want this witness in attendance here so that 
he may be called before or at 10 o’clock. 

The CHatrMan. The committee will stand at recess until 9 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Witness temporarily excused.) 


(Whereupon, at 9: 10 p. m., Tuesday, October 7, 1952, the committee 


recessed, to reconvene at 9 a. m. on Wednesday, October 8, 1952 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS IN VITAL 
DEFENSE INDUSTRY—INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1952 


Unrrep STATes SENATE, 
SupcoMMITrer ‘To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
or rue INTERNAL Securtry Act, AND Orner INTERNAL 
Srcurtry Laws. or rue COMMITTER ON THE JUDICIARY. 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The subcommittee met at 9 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 230, 
Federal Building, Hon. Pat McCarran (chairman), presiding. 

Present: Senators McCarran and Watkins. 

Also present : J. Will Robinson, former Congressman from Utah; 
J. G. Sourwine, committee counsel; Richard Arens, staff director; 
Frank W. Schroeder, professional staff member; and Donald D. 
Connors, Jr.. investigator. 

The Cuamman. The committee will come to order. 

Have you any objection to being photographed ¢ 

Mr. Doveuas. I do not. 

Mr. Connors. Will you stand and be sworn, Mr. Douglas? 

The Ciamman. You do solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Dovueuas. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEONARD T. DOUGLAS, JR., JOPLIN, MO. 


The Cramman. State your name, your place of residence, your 
business or occupat ion, if any. 
Mr. Dovetas. My name is Leonard T. Douglas, Jr. I am now 
living in Joplin, Mo. and working for a liquor wholesale company. 
Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Douglas? 
‘ Mr. Dovaguas. I was born in 1910 in Doe Run, Mo. 
Mr. Connors. Have you been affiliated with the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers / 
Mr. Doveras. I have. 
Mr. Connors. At what time? 
Mr. Dovatas. From 1943 as an organizer; in 1944 as an executive 
board member. 
Mr. Connors. How long were you an executive board member? 
Mr. Dovatas. 'To the end of 1949. 
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Mr. Connors. As a board member, did you participate in caucuses 
concerning matters to be taken up at board meetings prior to such 
board meetings ? 

Mr. Dove.as. Progressive caucuses, I did. 

Mr. Connors. Who generally called these ? 

Mr. De ucLas. Homer Wilson was the chairman of the progressive 
section of the board. 

Mr. Connors. Who generally attended such caucuses ? 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, it was the progressive members on the board. 
Let’s see; it was Homer Wilson, Maurice Travis, Reid Robinson, Bill 
Mason, Orville Larson, Chase Powers, myself, and Bob Carlin. 

Mr. Connors. What was the general pattern of events at these 
caucuses / 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, the agenda was usually decided upon, what 
points on the agenda were going to be discussed, who was going to 
make what motions, who was going to discuss the talk on the motions, 
and who was going to second the motion. 

Mr. Connors. From your experience and observations, who domi- 
nated these caucuses? Who put the business through? 

Mr. Dovenas. Those caucuses usually was brought about by the 
members of the board. If I was there and had a certain point that 
I wanted to discuss, certainly I would try to get a point on the agenda 
to bring up the points that I came to the board with. All other 
board members would do the same thing. The over-all, the national 
picture, was laid down mostly by the national officers, Travis, Robin- 
son, or whoever was the officer at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Over the course of years, did any one person dominate 
these caucuses ? 

Mr. Doveras. Well, I wouldn’t say that any one person did. It 
usually always stemmed—well, Travis usually had more to say than 
anybody else, or knew more about what was to be said. 

Mr. Connors. As a rule, were proposals which Travis was opposed 
to passed by the caucus? 

Mr. Dovetas. No; all carried. 

Mr. Connors. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Doveras. Those that he was opposed to never passed. Those 
that he was for always carried. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Ralph Shaw? 

Mr. Dovetas. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Ralph Shaw, Mr. Douglas? 

Mr. Dovenas. I don’t know what his title was. He’s the Commu- 
nist Party bigwig in St. Louis. 

Mr. Connors. How did you come to meet Mr. Ralph Shaw? 

Mr. Dovatas. I had either just returned from contract negotiations 

r I had been in long enough with the committee that was negotiating 
with me that day—the committee that was negotiating with me th: at 
day was in my office, and I either come up the steps to the secretar y’s 
office, or came out of my office and he was there. He met me in my 
office. 

Mr. Connors. What did he want with you? 

Mr. Doverias. He immediately proposed a cup of coffee in a restau- 

rant, which was acceptable to me, being near quitting time of the 
oflice, and either I just came in from negotiations or just finished with 
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the committee, and we went down to have coffee. Over the coffee 
he asked me to join the Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Did he make any remarks to you along the line that 
if you were a mem»er of the Communist Party it would help you in 
your union work? 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, he didn’t put it in exactly those words. He 
put it in words that I should be a member of the Communist Party, 
that a lot of things the party could do to help me, to make the gains 
that I was wanting to make for the working class of people. 

Mr. Connors. Did you understand him to say that the party would 
help you get along as a union officer in the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ¢ 

Mr. Dovetas. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you join the Communist Party at that time or 
any other time? 

Mr. Dovuguas. I did not. 

Mr. Connors. Did you subsequently see Ralph Shaw? 

Mr. Dovetas. On occasions after that—several occasions after 
that—lI did. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have occasion to consult with Ralph Shaw 
before going to an executive board meeting of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Dovuetias. Yes. On an executive board meeting we had here in 

Salt Lake, I made a special effort to discuss with Ralph Shaw some 
things that I felt was important tome. I was on my way at that time 
to St. Louis to board a plane to come into Salt Lake. I definitely 
was of mind that we should sign the non-Communist affidavits, and 
I called Ralph and asked him to meet me, and that was the point; 
I wanted to know the position of the Communist Party on the signing 
of the affidavits at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Why was it important for you to know the position 
of the Communist Party with respect to the signing of the aflidavits 
under the Taft-Hartley Act ? 

Mr. Dovuetas. As a member of the international executive board, 
any time you wanted to have anything done, you was wanting to do, 
you had to close all avenues of escape and leave no way out for any of 
the members of the board. 

Mr. Connors. Do you mean to say, then, Mr. Douglas, that before 
you could take appropriate action with respect to matters pending 
before the executive board of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers, it was incumbent upon you to know the position 
of the Communist Party with respect to those matters? 

Mr. Dove.as. In case that anything was brought up about the posi- 
tion of the Communist Party, I prepared myself to say that I had 
discussed with a member of the Communist Party this matter, and it 
was QO. K. to sign at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Did you anticipate, then, that members of the execu- 
tive board of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers would ask or would consider the position of the Communist 
Party in matters pending before that board ¢ 

Mr. Dovetas. I wouldn’t say that I was in a position to think they 
could do it. Over the course of time, the number of years that I 
stayed on the executive board, and over the trials and tribulations that 
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we had had, I had learned the lesson the hard way, to always close all 
avenues of escape. 

Mr. Connors. Did it come to your attention at prior meetings, be- 
fore the Salt Lake City meeting, that the position of the Communist 
Party on quest ions before the board was considered ? 

Mr. Doverias. I wouldn’t say that. 

Mr. Connors. Then why did you seek out the position of the Com- 
munist Party with respect to this one matter / 

Mr. Doueias. As I said before, just closing all avenues of escape. 
I didn’t want nobody to interfere with the debate 1 was to have on 
the signing of the affidavit. 

Mr. Connors. What was your position with respect to signing the 
aflidavit ¢ 

Mr. Dovenas. I wanted to sign. 

Mr. Connors. What happened at the meeting in Salt Lake City? 

Mr. Dovenas. We didn’t even get to talk about it; just a reaflirma 
tion of not signing the affidavits. That was all there was to it. 

Mr. Connors. ‘There was no debate / 

Mr. Dovetas. No. 

Mr. Connors. There was no motion that the union oflicers would 
not sign the affidavits ? 

Mr. Doveras. I was told upon arrival at Salt Lake City that there 
would be no discussion. The convention had voted that we go along, 
seeking the third party, Workers Party, and we was held by a man 
date of the convention that we had to support that mandate, and that 
up until the convention was held and the convention permitted the 
executive board to sign the affidavits, we had no right to even discuss it. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Reid Robinson ¢ 

Mr. Dovuetas. Well, when I came on the board, he was president of 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union, and then he resigned 
from that and became, I think, vice president. At the time I left the 
board he was still vice president of the international union. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have occasion to have a discussion with Reid 
Robinson with respect to some organizers in your district ¢ 

Mr. Dovcias. When Reid was the president, the executive board 
members between board meetings—all matters was discussed and 
acted upon by the president of the union. Whatever action was taken 
was brought up for ratification at the next executive board meeting. 
When I wanted an organizer during the course of the meetings, nat- 
urally, I had to call the president of the union and he and I had to 
work out 

Mr. Connors. Did Reid Robinson make a remark to you at one 
time to the effect that there were several Communists who were organ 
izers of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Doveias. Not exactly in those words. Reid and I—we had 
the lead and zine fields being organized in the Tri-State area, and we 
were in the hotel room and the discussion came up of more organiza- 
tional help, and organizers that was possible to get and organizers 
we had, and naturally, my position was to try to get more organizers. 
At that time Reid said to me, “Well, Leonard, we can’t have too many 
Reds in our union.” 

Mr. Connors. Did he use the term “Reds”? 

Mr. Dovgtas. Well, “Reds,” or “Communists.” It was to that 
effect. 
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Mr. Connors. At that time did he express opposition to having 
Reds or Communists in the union or just to having too many of them 
in the union / 

Mr. Dovcias. That was all that was said. The conversation 
dropped then as it was then, and he went on back to Chicago and 1 
had some organizers sent to me. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Graham Dolan, Mr. Douglas? 

Mr. Doueuas. Graham Dolan, I believe, is the editor for—no, he 
wasn't the editor of the paper. He was head of the press and educa- 
tion, I believe. 

Mr. Connors. Did he have occasion to do some work with respect 
to your district in Missouri ? 

Mr. Dovetas. He was sent to me in a strike that I had. He and 
Sam Feldman was sent to me. Feldman was doing radio work and 
Graham Dolan was doing newspaper work. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have some criticism to make of his efforts 
down there ¢ 

Mr. Dovenas. I did. 

Mr. Connors. What was the general nature of the criticism that 
you had # 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, the newspaper articles that he was putting out 
was detrimental to the campaign, and I wasn’t being permitted to look 
them over before they were already in the press. 

The Negro question was being thrown around too heavy in that 
section of the country. There was a race issue there at that time and 
there is yet today. A Negro person could not stay in town overnight. 
The political question was being stressed too far, because in that sec- 
tion of the country it was definitely Republican and that was being 
thrown around too heavy and certainly the third party was not in 
any way desirable in that section of the country, and that had 
been discussed, and Wallace had been discussed, as being brought 
down there, and some of the Progressive Party speakers was brought 
down to talk on my picket line, and that was being carried pretty 
high in the paper, plus the European Recovery Act, and the foreign 
policy, and that was all too much for the members that was on strike 
at the time. They wasn’t paying too much attention and it wasn’t 
having the effect on them it was hoped. It was having the opposite 
effect on them. 

Mr. Connors. Was it your position then that while your members 
were on strike the help to be given to you by Dolan or people in his 
position was help that these people could understand and help that 
would be immediate, and discussion of issues that were immediate, 
not remote international or national issues ? 

Mr. Dovetas. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that Dolan made the occasion of this 
strike a sounding board for the topics you have just described ¢ 

Mr. Dovatas. Well, they was certainly injected in there, 1 would 
say so. 

Mr. Connors. While you were a member of the executive board, 
was there frequently conversation on that executive board with re- 
spect to the position of Maurice Travis in connection with strikes? 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, Travis was made, I believe, coordinator of 
bargaining. At least, we were to keep him informed and keep our- 
selves informed of negotiations all over this hemisphere, as well as, 
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I remember, I believe, before we strike a local or before we could 
make a settlement we had to get in contact with him and get per- 
mission. 

Mr. Connors. Did it come to your attention that the position of 
Maurice Travis on strikes had changed in the early 1940's ¢ 

Mr. Dove.as. I don’t quite understand the question in those words. 
I'll say this: That one year in negotiations with the largest lead smelter 
he took the position that I should pull the miners out and then the 
following year he took the position that I shouldn’t pull them out. 
I don’t know if that’s the question. 

Mr. Connors. Did anybody on the executive board say within your 
hearing that before Russia had entered the Second World War Travis 
had had one position on strikes, that after they had entered the Second 
World War Travis had another position on strikes? 

Mr. Dove.ias. No; that wasn’t thrown to me that way. I wasn’t 
on the board. The war issue was practically over. Ill say that 
Russia had already entered into the war when | came on to the board 
and Travis wasn’t on the board at that time, and very often it was 
thrown as a dig to one of the other board members that they’d say, 
“Your position was so-and-so before Russia entered the war and now 
it’s this way,” but that was all stuff that was before my time, and 
1 paid no attention to it. 

Mr. Connors. What did they mean by “so-and-so” and “now it is 
this way” ¢ 

Mr. Douetas. They would say, “Your position was to strike before 
Russia entered into the war, and now since Russia has gotten into 
the war you want to take a no-strike pledge, and want to stay solid 
to no strikes.” Some of them was members of the board—would cas- 
tigate others by saying, “You are now a strikebreaker by putting 
people back to work.” 

Mr. Connors. What term of address was habitually used on the 
board ¢ 

Mr. Dovetas. I don’t quite understand that question. 

Mr. Connors. Did members of the executive board call one another 
“Comrade” from time to time ¢ 

Mr. Doue.as. Well, yes, that was used right common. We called 
one another “Comrade” when we just come into the meeting or some- 
thing like that. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever subscribe to the Daily Worker, Mr. 
Douglas? 

Mr. Dove.as. I did. 

Mr. Connors. What led you to subscribe to that newspaper? 

Mr. Dove.as. Well, at all of our conventions the Daily Worker was 
being distributed out in front of the hotel, and often everywhere I 
would run into anybody we was being hit to sign for subscriptions and 
take subscriptions, and I’d take them. 

Mr. Connors. Did you at that time recognize the Daily Worker as 
an east-coast Communist newspaper ¢ 

Mr. Douetas. I just recognized it as a Communist newspaper. 

Mr. Connors. When did you first learn, if you did learn, that Mau- 
rice Travis was a Communist ? 

Mr. Doue.as. Well, being sworn to tell the truth, I first knew for 
sure that he was a Communist when he came out openly in.the paper 
and resigned from the Communist Party. 
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Mr. Connors. That was when he put the article in the union paper ? 

Mr. Dovetas. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Did you, to the best of your knowledge, suspect prior 
to that time that he was a Communist? 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, I had suspicions, you might say. 

Mr. Connors. To the effect that he was or might have been a 
Communist ? 

Mr. Doveras. Well, that he could have been. 

The Cuairman. Those suspicions were based on his own acts and 
conduct ¢ 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, nothing that he had openly said or nothing 
that he had tried to power anything. The only thing is that I do 
know that he was the man that made the decisions, | know that, 
and in the executive board meetings he was the man that always 
would sit back, and when the final say was to be said, he would know 
what the score was and have more facts and figures on the issues 
than anybody else, and I finally in my last few days on the executive 
board, knowing that the end was coming—I was satisfied and was 
ready to get out—would come to the executive board with nothing 
in mind and nothing to do only to set in the chair and sleep because 
whatever he wanted was going to be carried out, and if you was in 
opposition you wouldn’t even be permitted to speak. 

If you got permission from the Chair, you was immediately 
drowned out. I spent several of my last board meetings more or 
less lying over on the easy chair taking it easy. I had to come in, 
but didn’t have to participate. 

The CuarrMan. You stated to counsel that your suspicions as to 
his being a Communist were aroused. You stated then that you 
finally came to a definite conclusion when he resigned from the Com- 
munist Party. Your suspicions were aroused by his acts and conduct; 
is that true? 

Mr. Dovetas. Well, by his desires being fulfilled, his every desire 
being fulfilled. 

The Cuairrman. That is all. 

Mr. Connors. May this witness be released from his subpena ¢ 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. You are discharged from your subpena. 

(Witness excused. ) 
The CHAIRMAN. Call your next witness, Mr. Connors. 


Mr. Connors. Mr. Wilson. 
TESTIMONY OF HOMER D. WILSON, STRAWBERRY PLAINS, TENN. 


The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wiurson. I do. 

The Cuatrman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation, if any. 

Mr. Witson. My name is Homer Wilson. I live in Strawberry 
Plains, Tenn. 

Mr. Connors. What is your business? 

Mr. Wizson. I am an electrician for the American Zine Co. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born? 
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Mr. Wurson. May 23, 1909, in Gilmer County, Ga. 

Mr. Connors. Have you been in the past affiliated with the Inter 
national Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers ¢ 

Mr. Witson. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. Connors. What positions or offices did you hold in that union ¢ 

Mr. Wirson. I held, oh, various offices in the local union—com 
mitteeman, president—and then in the international union I was an 
organizer. 

Mr. Connors. What local was that ? 

Mr. Witson. Local 188. 

Mr. Connors. Where was it ? 

Mr. Wirson. In Mascot, Tenn. 

Mr. Connors. Now with respect to the international, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. I was an organizer, a board member, and vice president. 

Mr. Connors: You became an organizer in about 1941; is that 
correct / 

Mr. Witson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. And when did you cease your affiliation with the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Witson. In 1948, I believe. My local union withdrawed its 
membership from the international union. 

Mr. Connors. Did you testify before a hearing board convened by 
the CIO in Was shington 4 

Mr. Wirson. I did. 

Mr. Connors. Did you in your testimony before the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations give testimony to the effect that while you 
were on the staff of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelten 
Workers you had a discussion with Mr. Alton Lawrence and Mr. Mike 
Ross concerning the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wiuson. I did. 

Mr. CONNORS. And what did Mr. Ross or Mr. Lawrence tell you at 
that time / 

Mr. Witson. Well, Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Ross explained to me 
about their affiliation with the party, and they felt that the party was 
the only means of arriving at the kind of economy that the workers 
was entitled to. 

Mr. Connors. By the party, do you mean the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wirson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. At that time what position did Mr. Lawrence hold ¢ 

Mr. Wirtson. He was an organizer for the Smelter Workers, 

Mr. Connors. And Mr. Ross? 

Mr. Witson. Same position. 

Mr. Connors. He was also an organizer ? 

Mr. Wirson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. In what part of the country did they work ? 

Mr. WiLson. They were working in Birmingham, Ala., or Bessemer, 
Ala., a suburb of Birmingh: am. 

Mr. Connors. Both of them ? 

Mr. Wiurson. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Rob Hall? 

Mr. Witson. Rob Hall is an organizer for the Communist Party in 
sirmingham., 

Mr. Connors. What contact, if any, did you have with Rob Hall ? 
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Mr. Wirson. I had breakfast with him several times along with Mr. 
Lawrence. 

Mr. Connors. And what was the purpose of having breakfast with 
Lawrence and Hall? 

Mr. Witson. Well. when I was assigned to the Birmingham area 
the unions were in a state of turmoil—some of them were trying to 
secede and some of them were fighting the leaderships in the local 
union—so Mr. Lawrence wanted to discuss the problems of what to 
do about it with Mr. Hall. 

Mr. Connors. Now, an organizer of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers named Mr. Lawrence wanted to 
discuss union problems with an organizer of the Communist Party, 
namely, Mr. Hall: is that correct ? 

Mr. Wirson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Who was Chase Powers? 

Mr. Witson. Chase Powers was international board member from 
California when I met him. 

Mr. Connors. A board member of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Witson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. And did Mr. Chase Powers say to you that he was 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Witson. He did. 

Mr. Connors. Do vou recall the conversation you had with him ? 
Was there any more than that to it? 

Mr. Witson. Oh, I remember Chase very well. He and I used 
to room together along with a board member from Canada. This 
board member from Canada was a member of the CCF in Canada. 

Mr. Connors. What is the CCF? 

Mr. Witson. I don’t know. You will have to find that out from 
somebody in Canada. Anyway, it’s some kind of a political party 
up there, and he and Chase Powers used to philosophize about which 
party was the correct one, the Communist Party or the CCF. Powers 
was always trying to tell Carlin that he was in the wrong party up 
there. 

Mr. Connors. But Chase Powers did say to you on more than one 
occasion that he was a member of the Communist Party; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Wirson. Oh, ves. 

Mr. Connors. Did anyone solicit you for membership in the Com- 
munist Party while you were in the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Wirson. No one but Alton Lawrence and Rob Hall down in 
Alabama. 

Mr. Connors. Did you join the Communist Party at that time or at 
any subsequent time? 

Mr. Wixson. No, sir. I give it a lot of consideration, but I didn’t 
take out the full membership. 

The Cuarrman. Would you read his last answer, please, Mr. 
Reporter ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Connors. Did you take out any membership which you might 
describe as less than full membership? 
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Mr. Wison. Oh, no. The only position I took was that I felt that 
there wasn’t any fight on between me and the Communist Party at 
that time. I didn’t really know that the Communist Party was part 
of the State Department of Russia. I thought it was a group of 
people who were actually trying to better the working class of people 
in this country and so therefore I didn’t fight them, “put I just went 
along and recognized that they were there and give them the right to 
exist at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Mr. Maurice Travis? 

Mr. Wirson. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Did Mr. Maurice Travis discuss with you at any 
time the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wiuson. He discussed with me several times the Communist 
Party’s position in the international union. 

Mr. Connors. What did he say about the party’s position in the 
international union 4 

Mr. Witson. We always had some political turmoil in the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers. There never was a dull moment in it. 
Something had happened; so the president of the international union 
got irresponsible, and Mr. Travis discussed it with me and said, well, 
the y could put up with these boys Leary and Rasmussen and those 
guys that were anti-Red if they would make a deal with him to let 
him get on the executive board, that the party ought to have some 
representation, and they would get rid of Robinson; and I discussed 
it with those boys, and they didn’t want to do it, and Robinson went 
ahead then and was elected, and Mr. Travis got on the board anyway. 

Mr. Connors. In other words, Travis was saying to you that if you 
did certain things with respect to other members of the board he would 
then put Communist Party members on the board. Is that the es- 
sence of your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Witson. No; the essence is that if the right-wing group would 
let the Communists on the board they would in turn keep part of them. 

Mr. Connors. If the right-wing would let some Communists come 
on the board, then those Communists would allow the right-wingers 
to remain; is that it? 

Mr. Wizson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Did Maurice Travis tell you that he was a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wiuson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. About when was that, that he told you that he 
was a member of the Communist Party, to the best of your recol- 
lection ¢ 

Mr. Witson. It was at his home in Chicago. He showed me a 
document that he had drawed up for the Communist Party, member- 
ship in the Smelter Workers Union, and told me that the Communist 
Party membership had had a meeting and they went over this docu- 
ment that he had drawn up and so forth, that he was the guy that 
fixed it up for the party. 

The Cuarrman. When was that? 

Mr. Wixson. I think I have it in there. 

The CuatrMan. Have you notes there that you made yourself? You 
are about to read from something that you made yourself, are you? 


Mr. Wirson. No, no. 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 137 


The Cuarrman. I understand, but what are you going to read 
from ? 

Mr. Witson. This is a copy of the testimony that I gave to the 
national CIO committee. At that time I looked up the date on that 
very close. 

The Crairman. Now you are refreshing your memory ¢ 

Mr. Witson. I just want to refresh my memory to look back on that 
date if you don’t mind because 1 don’t recall exactly what time it 
was. 

The Crarrman. All right. That testimony that you are reading 
from is when you were under oath ¢ 

Mr. Wiuson. No, sir, we wasn’t under oath at the time. 

The CuarrMan. Is that your own testimony that you are reading 
from ? 

Mr. Witson. This is the transcript of it; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is what I said. 

Mr. Wixson. It was in 1946, along about August in 1946, I guess, 
Senator. 

Mr. Connors. That Travis told you that he was a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wixson. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. This document that you mentioned a moment ago 
had what purpose’ What was the purpose of the document that 
Travis was drafting / ‘ 

Mr. Witson. Well, Travis was being paid by the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers as assistant to Reid Robinson to get up the presi- 
dent’s report to the convention that was going to be held in Cleveland 
in September, and I read the thing and later the president’s report was 
almost verbatim. 

Mr. Connors. I understood you to say a moment ago that he was 
working on a re port to the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wirson. Yes, he was. He said that was a report to the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Connors. You saw Travis drafting a report which he told 
you was a report to the Communist Party. Later you saw the sub- 
stance of that same report as the president’s message to the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers; is that it ? 

Mr. Witson. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. Who was the president of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers at that time? 

Mr. Wirson. Reid Robinson. 

Mr. Connors. Did Travis make a remark to you on one occasion 
generally concerning organizers of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers? 

Mr. Wirson. I think you must have a copy of my document there, 
too. 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Wirson. Yes. I suppose you are referring maybe to one of the 
last conversations I ever had with Travis. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. After the relationship between Travis and myself be- 
comes so intolerable that we couldn’t get along, and working to- 

gether, I thought it might be salvaged some, and I asked Travis to con- 
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fer with me, and he told me to meet him in New York. I met him in 
New York in the Henry Hudson Hotel, and so he just flatly told me, 
says, “Look, the party organized this union. Some of you fellows just 
got in the way. 

Mr. Connors. He said what? 

Mr. Witson. He said the party organized this union. 

Mr. Connors. The Communist Party, did he mean ? 

Mr. Winson. Yes. He said, “Some of you fellows just got in the 
way. You didn’t contribute to it, and if you don’t want to go along 
with it, why, you’re just out.’ 

Mr. Connors. Was there any more of that conversation, any more 
to it? 

Mr. Witson. No; there wasn’t any more. 

Mr. Connors. Then at that time in the Henry Hudson Hotel in 
New York City you had a conversation with Travis, and he told you 
that the Communist Party had organized the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers and that some of the rest of you 
people had just come along; is that it? 

Mr. Wirson. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Did he say you had got in the way? 

Mr. Witson. Why, well, 

The Cuamman. Would you vino Mr. Travis’ signature if you saw 
it? Have you seen his signature ? 

Mr. Witson. Oh, ves; he used to sign all the checks after he became 
secretary. 

The CuamMan. Would you know his signature if you saw it, do you 
think ? 

Mr. Wiison. I don’t know whether I would recall it or not. 

The Cuarrman. How long is it since you saw him write his 
signature ? 

Mr. Witson. Probably 7 years, I guess. 

The Carman. I show you two instruments and ask you if you rec- 
ognize Mr. Travis’ signature on them. You may answer that yes or no. 

Mr. Witson. I'd say it’s his signature. 

The CHarrmMan. On both instruments? 

Mr. Wiison. On both instruments. 

The CrarrMan. I hand you an instrument and ask you if you ree- 
ognize the signature on that instrument. You may answer that yes 
or no. The question is: Do you recognize the signature on that in- 
strument ¢ 

Mr. Wurson. I don’t recall Travis’ signing his name like that. 

The CHarrMan. You do not recall it? 

Mr. Witson. No. 

The Cuatmman. I just asked you if you recognized that signature. 

Mr. Witson. No; I don’t. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Now, the charges brought by the CIO against the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were charges 
to the effect that the union was Communist-dominated ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Witson. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. And that the policies of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were synonymous with the policies 
of the Communist Party; is that what you understood ? 

Mr. Wirson. That’s my understanding of the charges. 
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Mr. Connors. With respect to those two questions, would you give 
the committee the benefit of your knowledge and experience ¢ 

Mr. Wirson. As I told you, Mr. Travis discussed the party's posi- 
tion in the international union with me and in those later disc uss1IONS 
on policy ] beoin to realize that decisions were being made somewhere 
else. There wash’t any question about it. In fact, he would inform 
some of us that we'd made this kind of decision. 

Mr. Connors. Then to the best of your knowledge and based upon 
your experience as an officer of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers, was the union dominated by the Communist 
Party members ? 

Mr. WILson. Look, the membership in that union is eood. 

Mr. Connors. I realize that. 

Mr. Wiutson. Let’s get that clear. 

Mr. CONNORS. ] am speaking how of the top echelon of the union. 
the officers of the union. 

Mr. Wirson. There was decisions made by the Communist Party 
and injected into the union at the top; yes. 

Mr. Connors. Were the policies of the union as an expression of 
these top oflicers synonymous with the policies of the Communist 
Party to the best of your knowledge ? 

Mr. Witson. | don’t know too much about what the policies of the 
Communist Party was, but I know there never was anything injected 
against the Communist Party. 

~ Mr. Connors. Let me quote this testimony that you gave before the 


CIO: 


So as I understand charges here, it is Communist domination of Mine, Mill, 
and there is no question about that. As far as I am concerned, while acting as 
an officer of the international union, they actually dominated and made the 
decisions of the international union. 


Now, is that testimony a correct reflection of the fact? 

Mr. Wuson. It is. 

Mr. Connors. Now, with respect to the overwhelming majority, the 
vast majority of the rank-and-file membership of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, were those individuals 
members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wuson, I never ran into none. The rank and file guys down in 
the plants are good people. 

Mr. Connors. They were not Communists ? 

Mr. WILSON. No. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that they were bewildered or misled 
by the Communist phon leade ship of the union? 

Mr. Wirson. They believed in their union, and they trusted them, 
unfortunately. 

Mr. Connors. Was the trust betrayed ? 

Mr. Wirson. Well, to their interests I’d say it was, yes. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that the leadership of the union did 
not have in mind the welf: are of the rank-and-file members of the 
union ? 

Mr. WILson. They rana eood union. The Vv put pork chops as one 
of the desires, but they also used the union as a vehicle for other 
outside interests. 

Mr. Connors. What outside interests? 

Mr. Wirson. I mean the Communist Party. 
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Mr. Connors. I have no further questions. 

The CHarrman. That is all. You may be excused from your 
subpena. 

(Witness excused. ) 


TESTIMONY OF RALPH H. RASMUSSEN, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


The Cuairman. You do solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I do. 

The Cuairman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
your business or occupation. 

mr Rasmussen. My name is Ralph H. Rasmussen. I reside at 2241 
East Twenty-first South, Salt cies City, Utah. Iam presently em- 
p heute by the United States Steel Workers of America, CLO. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Rasmussen / 

Mr. Rasmussen. Just out of Salt Lake City here, on July 15, 1908. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been affiliated with the ‘li itional 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes, 1 was. I joined it as a member in May 1937. 
I was an organizer from about the middle of January 1939 until 
January 1940 when I went on the executive board of that union as a 
board member of district No. 2, which comprised the States of Utah, 
Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas. Then in 1943 I was ap- 
pointed by the majority of the executive board to the office of inter- 
national vice president. I held that job until January 3, 1947. I 
was a member of the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers until my local 
union withdrew from that union, in May or the first part of June 1948. 

Mr. Connors. While you were with the International Union of 
Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, did you have occasion to meet with 
Roy Hudson ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Roy Hudson, Mr. Rasmussen ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Roy Hudson was an official of the Communist 
Party, who had some special assignment in organized labor. I don’t 
recall exactly what that assignment was. He was special labor 
re presentative. 

Mr. Connors. On what occasion did you meet Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I met with him in the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., in 
November 1938, during the first CIO convention in that city. The 
circumstances leading up to that meeting I will try to relate. 

I was a rank-and-file delegate to that convention, along with James 
J. Leary, who at that time, I believe, was president of the ‘Butte Miners 
Union, Local No. 1 of the Mine, Mill Union. Mr. Leary, during the 
time we were in Pittsburgh together had complained in my presence 
and in the presence of Re id Robinson, who was then president of Mine, 
Mill, about the disruption and the condition that prevailed in Butte, 
that prevented them from building a constructive local union there. 
He said that the Communist Party was responsible for much of the 
dissension and disruption that took place in that local union. 

Reid Robinson disagreed with him on that, but said that if it was 
the Communists that were causing the disruption he could do some- 
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thing about that, and on the strength of that he arranged this meeting 
with Roy Hudson and the three of us met with Roy Hudson at a 
dinner meeting. 

I’m not clear in my own mind whether another person was there or 
not. I believe he was. That was Glen Gillespie, who was board mem- 
ber of this district at that time, in this area, for the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers Union. 

Mr. Connors. What did Hudson say at that dinner meeting with 
respect to the Communist Party role and the dissension around Butte? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I can’t recall exactly what he said. He said that 
the party was very definitely interested in our union, that they were 
definitely interested in having a good strong local union in Butte, 
Mont., and that they certainly didn’t condone : any activity to the con- 
trary; they didn’t condone any disruption or anything of that kind, 
and he said that he would use his influence to see that the situation 
was straightened out. I recall that he mentioned among them—I don’t 
recall any other name that he mentioned, except Frank Dunne—that 
he would get in touch with Frank Dunne in Butte and work with him 
to help straighten this internal situation out in the Butte local. 

Mr. Connors. This Glen Gillespie that you mentioned a moment 
ago—did you ever have a conversation with Glen Gillespie, with re- 
spect to the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes: I had several conversations with him. One 
in particular that I recall was shortly after we left Salt Lake City 
together that year, in November 1938, to go to the CIO convention. 

We were on the train together and he talked to me at some length 
about the Communist Party and urged me quite strongly to join the 
Communist Party at that time. He told me that he felt that I had a 
great future in the labor movement, and so on, and that I could never 
really learn to be an organizer or a trade-union representative unless 
I joined the Communist Party, that they were the only ones who could 
teach me how to organize, how to conduct strikes, and how to do many 
ot the other functions of the trade-union. 

I told him that I did not feel that I could join the Communist 
Party, that if I was going to join any organization, I would join 
one that I would not be ashamed of. I did not want to become a 
part of any secret organization that had to be ashamed of itself. 

Mr. Connors. Did you at that time or any subsequent time join 
the Communist Party / 

Mr. Rasmussen. No; never did. 

Mr. Connors. You were going at that time with Glen Gillespie, 
to Pittsburgh? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What happened at Pittsburgh when you got there? 

Mr. Rasmussen. The CIO convention was in progress, and of 
course, this other meeting that I referred to, took place there, with 
Roy Hudson. I don’t recall anything else of consequence that took 
place. 

Mr. Connors. Did you later have occasion to go to Pittsburgh on 
business for the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; I did go to Pittsburgh in January 1943. 

Mr. Connors. What was that occasion, Mr. Rasmussen 








142 COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 


Mr. Rasmussen. The occasion for that was a very serious uprising 
in our union in Connecticut. It was then an executive board member 
of district 2 in this area, and I was making a tour through my district. 
I was down in Silver City, N. Mex., in the home of Verne Curtis, 
who is an international representative now for Mine, Mill, and was 
at that time. and I got a call from Reid Robinson, then president 
of Mine, Mill. asking me to go into Connecticut to look into the situa- 
tion that existed there. He said the very existence of our union was 
threatened in that area. He asked me to go in and see what could be 
done about it. 

I told Reid Robinson over the telephone that it seemed quite strange 
that he woul | call upon me for such an assignment, in view of the 
very many arguments that we had over union policy and other matters. 

He tol lh me that I was the only one who could handle that assign- 
ment. He said that none of his people could handle it. By “his 
people” I assumed that he meant the Communist Party, that there 
were none of them who could handle the situation. 

I agreed, somewhat reluctantly to go into Connecticut, and I went 
in the early part of December of 1942. J spent 3 or 4 weeks around 
the Waterbury area. I became convinced that the trouble there was 
that the Communist Party and representatives of the Communist 
Party were more interested in building the Communist Party in that 
area than they were in building the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 
I think there was ample evidence to that effect. However, I wanted 
to be a little more sure—I hadn’t had too many years experience in 
the union movement by then—so I called upon the vice president 
of Mine, Mill at that time, who was Mr. Ora L. Wilson, and asked 
him to come into Connecticut with me. He came back there and we 
spent about 2 weeks there together. I outlined to him what my find- 
ings were on what was wrong there. 

We talked to a number of people there, numerous people, in fact, 
who sort of substantiated my findings, and we both came to that con- 
clusion, that the difficulty there was that they had some real potent 
organizers who were either members or certainly close followers of 
the Communist Party, and that they were the ones who were creating 
the dissension in that area 

We also found that some of the members of the union there were 
taking a class, taking a special course in a Catholic labor school that 
was beine conducted there, and, amone other thines, in that par- 
ticular course of study these union members were being taught how 
to distinguish Communist activities in the trade-union movement. 
and a number of the fellows had become pretty skillful on how to 
detect a Communist and how to deal with them in the union. That 
group, being aware of what was going on, plus the determined effort 
on the part of the Communists to build the Communist Party in that 
area, was what had caused the difficulty. There were threats of seces- 
sion from the union up there at that time. In fact, we had one election 
in that area, National Labor Relations Board election, to represent 
some 18,000 workers, and at that time T recall we had somewhere 
around 3,000 of them left in our union as dues-paying members. 

The situation became so serious that we asked for a meeting in 
Pittsburgh with President Philip Murray, of the CIO, and the meet- 
ing was arranged in the latter part of January 1943. Would you 
like me to relate that ? 
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Mr. Connors. Yes; go ahead with the meeting itself. 

Mr. Rasmussen. At that meeting, questions were asked by Presi- 
dent Philip Murray repeatedly: “What’s wrong with your union? 
What’s wrong with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers?” 

He said, “There is something obviously wrong.” He said, “In recent 
months my office has been besieged by telegrams, letters, and other 
forms of communication, asking me to do something about the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers.” He said, “There is something seriously 
wrong internally with the union.” 

He asked that question or a similar question several times, and 
each time as he finished asking the question Reid Robinson, our 
president, would intervene and say that there wasn’t anything really 
wrong with the union, that we had a few dissenters and a few dis- 
ruptionists, and so on, a few people who were politically ambitious, 
but that there wasn’t anything really wrong with our union. 

I finally got the floor, after this had gone on for 30 or 45 minutes, 
Ll would guess, and I told President Murray that there was something 
wrong with our union, there was something wrong with it internally, 
and that I was very thoroughly convinced that what was wrong with 
our organization was that we had too many Communists in it, that 
we had too many Communists that were interested in building the 
Communist Party rather than the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 
I told Mr. Murray that I considered two people, one person in par- 
ticular, to be the fountainhead of Communist Party activity within 
our union, and that, in my opinion, most of the organizers who had 
been hired in recent months prior to that time were out-and-out 
Communists. Every act and everything that they did indicated that. 
I told him that I felt unless something “drastic was done about it our 
union was going to be destroyed. 

Mr. Murray then was inclined to agree with me and said that he 
believed on the basis of the things he had heard and seen, he believed 
that was our trouble, and he advised us then that if that was our 
trouble we should take drastic steps to remove that influence from 
our organization. He said, “If you have a cancer on your hand, you 
better cut it out before it destroys your body.” 

Mr. Connors. Was any action taken at that time ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. Wedrew upa plan. We declared an emer- 
gency in district 6, which embraced the Connecticut Valley, that I 
was talking about. We drew up a plan, declared an emergency there, 
declared the election for international board member that had been 
held in that area preceding, in the fall of 1942, null and void. We 
turned the entire district 6 over to an administrator appointed by the 
national CIO. We asked President Murray to appoint an adminis- 
trator in that area, and then we proceeded to discharge Ben Riskin, 
who was research director of Mine, Mill at that time, and whom I 
had named as the fountainhead of the Communist Party activity 
within our union. 

Mr. Connors. Did Ben Riskin deny that he was a Communist at that 
time ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We never did ask him whether he was or not. He 
never was brought before the board. When we were determined to 
discharge those people and when Reid Robinson and the two or three 
fellows who were on the board, the two or three other board members 
who voted the way Reid Robinson did, when they saw that we were 
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determined to get rid of these people in our organization, they went 
along as far as the vote was concerned, and they asked these fellows to 
resign, rather than to be fired outright. They asked for their resigna- 
tions. We also discharged at that time Allen MeNeill, the assistant 
to the president, a fellow named Jack Flaherty, who had a Commu- 
nist and. I think, eee as bad as any in the country at that 
time. He had been in the National Maritime Union, and had been 
imported from there into our union by Ben Riskin. 

We discharged Henry Horowitz, who was publicity director in 
Connecticut with Mine, Mill, at that time, and who is now or who has 
been until very recently publicity director for Mine, Mill, in this area, 
in campaigns. 

Senator Warkrns. When you say “we,” whom do you mean ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I mean the majority of the executive board at that 
time. 

Senator Warkins. Of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; the Mine, Mill, executive board. I don’t 
recall all the others, or is the committee interested in that ? 

Mr. Connors. No; I guess not. 

Mr. Rasmussen. Are you interested in knowing who all of them 
were / 

Mr. Connors. If you can recall anyone else who was discharged, 
you might mention them. 

Mr. Rasmussen. I recall one, John Lackner, who was publicity man 
for Mine, Mill, in my district, district 2. He was working down at 
Miami, Ariz., at that time. He was discharged. The evidence we 
had was that he had circulated Communist Party literature in the 
area down there at that time, and had openly advocated Communist 
Party philosophy to some of our members in that area. 

We had hoped, I think—I’m sure that President Philip Murray of 
the C1O and others who were there, including James B. Carey, the 
secretary of the CIO, and Allen Haywood, the director of organiza- 
tion—I think all of them, and certainly a majority of the executive 
board of Mine, Mill, hoped at that time that our action would serve 
as a warning on the Communist Party to curtail their activities within 
our union, and the executive board did—the major ity of them—strive 
desperately to keep that element out of our organization. 

We tried to screen the nominees for organizing jobs, and we tried 
to find out who the people were that were appointed as organizers. 
We knew that they were key people in the organization. We tried 
to be careful whom we appointed. In spite of that fact, the very 
first person who was appointed after this episode i in Pittsburgh, that 
is now known as the Pittsburgh purge, in Communist Party jargon, 
the very first person we hired after the Pittsburgh purge was one 
who called himself Harvey Murphy, who, in my opinion, without 
any question of doubt, is the No. 1 Communist that I have ever met in 
my experience as a union man. 

He works in British Columbia, or in western Canada, prineipally 
in British Columbia area. 

Mr. Connors. Why do you say he is a Communist, Mr. Rasmussen ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. We got his record after he had been put on the 
payroll. 

The CrairMAn. - You say he called himself Harvey Murphy? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. I'll explain why I said that. 
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The Cuatrman. All right, I wanted you to do that. 

Mr. Rasmussen. The way he came to be put on the executive board 
was that we were told—well, it got to where they wouldn’t appoint 
anybody. Reid Robinson wouldn't appoint anybody as an organizer 
while the executive board was in session. He would wait until after 
the meeting had adjourned, and then he would quietly bring these 
names in, that here was a good rank-and-file worker in a certain local 
union, who by himself and on his own time, and this the story they 
told us about Murphy—he had gone on his own time out and organ- 
ized the workers in that area, brought them into our union, and he 
had shown that he was really interested in building the union. 

So, the executive board felt that here was a fellow that was inter- 
ested in that for that purpose, and we didn’t have a chance to inves- 
tigate the fellow personally, and we voted by mail, and the majority 
of them voted to put this fellow on the payroll. 

He hadn’t been on more than 2 weeks until we were informed by 
the national CIO that this fellow Harvey Murphy was considered one 
of the worst advocates of the Communist Party on the North Amer- 
ican Continent, and some months later I had occasion to go to Canada— 
this was after I had become vice president, a few months later—and 
I checked with a representative, a vice president of the Canadian 
Congress of Labor, which was the equivalent of the CIO in the States, 
and I checked with him about this fellow named Harvey Murphy, 
and I was told that the man’s name to whom I talked was Alec Me- 
Causland, vice president of the Canadian Congress of Labor. He told 
me then that a fellow who called himself Harvey Murphy, and who 
was an organizer on our payroll had been so muc h for the Communist 
Party around the coal camps around Calgary and other places in 
Alberta, Canada, that prior to the time that Germany enteted the 
war against Russia, but during the time when Germany and England 
were at death grips with each other, Harvey Murphy had been 
making soap-box speeches and propagandizing up and down that 
province, at least, in Canada, against the war effort, and against any 
participation by Canada or C anadians in the war effort. 

The Canadian Government had picked up Harvey Murphy, whose 
name was Scherianovsky, S-c-h-e-r-i-a-n-o-v-s-k-y, as near as I can 
recall it. I never did get his first name or initials. 

The Canadian Government had picked him up and placed him in a 
concentration camp at Hall, Ontario, where he remained until Ger- 
many and Russia got into the war together. Then, of course, the 
Communist line changed to such an extent that the Canadian Govern- 
ment didn’t consider this fellow as a threat to the Government any 
longer, and they turned him loose, and about 2 months later he was 
placed on our payroll as an organizer. 

Mr. Connors. Is he still on the payroll of the union ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; he is, as far as I know. 

Senator Warxins. If I understand, this man Murphy is the same 
person as Scherianovsky; is that right? Murphy also went by the 
name of Scherianovsky ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; that’s my understanding. 

Mr. Connors. You mean, rather, that Scherianovsky went by the 
name of Murphy; is that the correct order? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Well, yes. His real name is Scherianovsky. 

Senator Warxrns. What is his nationality ? 
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Mr. Rasmussen. I understand he is a Russian. 

The Cuarrman. He took an Irish name to make it a little sweeter. 

Senator Warxrns. I was wondering how he could get by with that 
Irish name. 

Mr. Rasmussen. I think that some Irish must have resented it. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Pete Zvara 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Pete Zvara ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Pete Zvara, when I knew him, was an organizer 
for the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, and 
had been prior to that time an organizer for the National Association 
of Die Casting Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have a conversation with Pete Zvara at the 
time it was necessary to fill the position of Edward Cheyfitz on the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Board ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is something that I can’t refresh my memory 
on sufficiently to be able to testify to it. I feel reluctant to testify to 
that under oath, because I have tried very hard to determine whether 
or not Pete Zvara was actually present when this conversation took 
place. I believe that he was, but I am not positive of it, and I wouldn’t 
like to testify to that. 

Mr. Conners. Do you know Al Skinner ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

Mr, Connors. Who is Al Skinner? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Al Skinner was also a former representative from 
the National Association of Die Casting Workers. I first met Al 
Skinner in Connecticut in the fall of 1942, when I went up there to 
investigate this controversy in that area that I related earlier in my 
testimony. Al Skinner was an organizer assigned to that area for 
Mine, Mill. He was one of the people who was involved very seriously 
in the conflict that existed up there at that time. 

Mr. Connors. What information, if any, have you with respect 

» Al Skinner’s political persuasions ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. I have always considered Al Skinner to be an 
ardent Communist. 

Mr. Connors. Why do you reach that conclusion, Mr. Rasmussen ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Well, because of the activity that I have seen Mr. 
Skinner engaged in in Connecticut. In Connecticut at that time he 
was certainly one of the leaders in that campaign of disruption, 
character assassination, stolen elections, and everything that was in- 
volved there at that time. He worked very closely with well-known 
Communists, who were admitted Communists in that area at that time, 
including Don Harris, who was regional director in that area. 

Mr. Connors. Can you say then that Mr. Skinner collaborated with 
known members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; there is no question about that whatever, in 
my mind. 

“Mr. Connors. Can you make that statement with respect to any 
other present officer of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes; I can make it with equal force about Maurice 
Travis, and about Orville Larson. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Orville Larson ? 
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Mr. Rasmussen. Orville Larson now is western vice president of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. 

Mr. Connors. Is there anyone else about whom you can make that 
same statement ¢ 

Mr. Rasmussen. Certainly John Clark, the president of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers Union, has collaborated and worked very coop- 
eratively with known Communists. 

Mr. Connors. Anyone else? 

Mr. Rasmussen. I would certainly say that about the present board 
member of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in district No. 2, Chesley 
Smothermon. 

The CuHairman. Where is that district located ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. That is the district of which I was formerly a 
board member, comprising the States of Utah, Nevada and Arizona, 
New one and Texas. 

Mr. Connors. Can you make that same statement with respect to 
Pi Dol: an? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes: emphatically. 

The CHatrman. Who is Graham Dolan? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Graham Dolan is now, I believe, the educational 
director of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. Graham Dolan 
was first hired by the executive board of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers as editor of the paper, which was then the CIO News—Mine, 
Mill edition of the CIO News. He was hired as a replacement for a 
fellow named Harold Rothman. Harold Rothman was fired by the 
executive board of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union—by 
a majority of the Board, I should say—because of his Communist 
activities and because he e: ed on their propaganda in the pages 
of our paper at that time. That wasn’t the offic ial reason that was 
given, but that was the underlying reason and the main reason why 
he was fired. 

The CuatrmMan. Is Dolan occupying that position now, or a similar 
position ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. Dolan was hired by a majority of the execu- 
tive board sometime in 1942, early 1942, or perhaps the fall of 1941, 
and he came to us under the guise of being a good Irish-Catholic, and 
had no leanings toward this communism, no leanings as far as com- 
munism was concerned. As far as the record on him, I don’t have 
much in the way of a record. I have only seen his actions and activi- 
ties. From my observation and my experience with him, I certainly 
consider him as one of the top- notch Communists in the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers Union. That’s my considered judgment. 

The Crarrman. He is writing articles now—is he not—in the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter official publication ? 

Mr. Rasmussen. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is all. You may be excused from 
the subpena, Mr. Rasmussen. 

(Witness excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF WESLEY J. MADILL, BOUNTIFUL, UTAH 


The CuarrMan. Will you stand and be sworn, please ? 
You do solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate 


25258—52——11 
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of the United States will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Mapitt. I do, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Will you state your name, your residence, and your 
occupation, if you please @ 

Mr. Mapiw. W. J. Madill. I reside in Bountiful, Utah. I am an 
employee of the American Smelting & Refining Co., Garfield, Utah. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Madill 

Mr. Maru. Febru: ry 3, 1910, Salt Lake City. 

Mr. Connors. Have you been affiliated with the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Mavi. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What positions did you hold in that union ¢ 

Mr. Mapit. I was international union vice president from January 
1, 1948, until June 7, 1948. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have occasion, when you were an officer of 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, to meet 
Graham Dolan ?¢ 

Mr. Mapity. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Will you outline for the committee the circumstances 
under which you met Dolan ¢ 

Mr. Mapiux. I don’t know as I understand that question. I have 
known Dolan for years. 

Mr. Connors. Let me rephrase the question then, if you wish : 

Did you at one time occupy the same room as did Graham Dolan 4 
Did you room with him? 

Mr. Mapiii. Yes; I roomed with Graham Dolan in Chicago in 1948. 

Mr. Connors. Did Graham Dolan at that time press upon you cer- 
tain publications, certain material to read, and ask you to read them ¢ 

Mr. Mapity. Yes. He made available to me some pamphlets. 
booklets. 

Mr. Connors. Did he urge you to read those ¢ 

Mr. Mapu. He suggested that I read them; yes 

Mr. Connors. What was the nature of that material ? 

Mr. Mapityi. Well, it was all of Communist nature. It was Com- 
munist literature, I’d call it. 

Mr. Connors. Did Graham Dolan at that time ask you to join the 
Communist Party / 

Mr. Mapiti. No; not in that sense. He suggested that I read the 
literature and suggested that I would probably be a better leader if 
I would read that, and, of course, conform to it. 

Mr. Connors. Did you construe this series of conversations you had 
with Dolan as an invitation to join the Communist Party, Mr. Madill ? 

Mr. Mapitu. Yes; it could be considered that. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Madill, do you know any of the present officers 
of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, about 
whom you can say they collaborate with known members of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Mapitz. You want me to name them ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir; if you know anybody who fits within that 
classification. 

Mr. Maptru., Well, I'd certainly say they all do. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that Maurice Travis does? 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 149 


Mr. Mapu. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that Graham Dolan does ¢ 

Mr. Mapu. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that Al Skinner does? 

Mr. Mapiv. Definitely. 

Mr. Connors. And that Orville Larson does? 

Mr. Mapiuy. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that Jack Clark does ¢ 

Mr. Mapity. Well, I'd certainly say that he follows every twist and 
maneuver of the Communist Party line; yes. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Rudolph Hanson? 

Mr. Mapinx. I know of him. I am not acquainted with him. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Jack Blackwell ¢ 

Mr. Mapinn. No. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Herman Clott ¢ 

Mr. Mapu. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that he collaborates with known Com 
munist Party members ? 

Mr. Manin. Yes, definitely. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say the same thing with respect to Nathan 
Witt ? 

Mr. Mapu. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Madill, during the period of time you spent with 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, would 
you say that the union was dominated by the Communists within it 4 

Mr. Mapitu. Yes; that’s my judgment. 

Mr. Connors. Now, Mr. Madill, with respect to the overwhelming 
majority of the rank and file members of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers, would you say that they are or are not of Communist 
persuasion ¢ 

Mr. Mapitt. | am not in a position to know, but it was certainly 
my judgment that they are not. 

Senator Warkins. May I ask you how these officials dominated the 
union? T have heard the claim made that it is a very democratic union, 
and I was wondering what your explanation would be of this so-called 
domination by these officials. 

Mr. Mapiui. Well, I don’t know that the word “domination” by 
those officials is very accurate. 

Senator Warktns. Would the word “control” be better ? 

Mr. Mapitxz. I think they control the organization, yes; that is, the 
officers. 

Senator Warkins. Do they shape its policies? 

Mr. Manitz. Certainly they would have a say as to its policies as 
officers. 

Mr. Connors. Would you say that generally the policies which 
they insisted upon were later enacted by the convention or by resolu 
tion ? 

Mr. Mapiiu. Yes. 

The Cnamman. That is all. 

Senator WarTkins. Just one question. Do they conduct so-called 
educational programs of the members, to get them to approve the 
policies they recommend ¢ 

Mr. Mani. Oh, yes. 
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The CuatrMan. That isall. Thank you,sir. You are excused from 
your subpena. 
( Witness xcused. ) 


TESTIMONY OF HARVEY MATUSOW, DAYTON, OHIO 


The Cuairman. You dosolemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subeommittee of the Committee on the Judici: ry of 
the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Mart sow. I do. 

The Cuairman. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Marvusow. Harvey Matusow, Post Office Box 212, Dayton, 
Ohio. Tama writer. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Matusow? 

Mr. Marusow. October 3, 1926, in New York. 

The Cuamman. I am going to have to ask those in the rear of the 
room to be as quiet as possible. I am sorry they have to stand up. I 
know it is hard for them, standing so long, to be quiet, but the acoustics 
in this room are not wood, and it is even difficult sometimes to hear a 
withess sitting here at the other side of the t: able. Those in the rear 
of the room who wish to hear will just have to assist us a little 
keeping as quiet as possible, if you please. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education ? 

Mr. Marusow. Attended public and high school in New York, went 
to college in France and New York City. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment, Mr. Matusow, since 
the completion of vour formal education / 

Mr. Marusow. I was an infantry veteran of World War II. When 
I got out of the Army I went to work in an advertising agency. After 
that I was employed by the Jefferson School of Social Science in New 
York, in their book shop and in their summer camp, Camp Sherwood. 
It was in 1948. In 1948 I went to work for an organization called 
People’s Songs, in New York City, and after that I did some work 
for the Progressive Party. 

After that I went to work for the Communist Party in New York 
N. Y..35 East Twelfth Street, and I then was e mployed by the Com- 
munist Party Book Shop at party headquarters, called the Workers 
Book Shop, and worked at a summer camp in New York State, called 
Camp Unity. 

I left that in 1950 and went to work on the Amsterdam News in 
New York. 

I left New York in 1950 and attended school in Taos, N. Mex., and 
in 1951 I enlisted in the Air Force for the Korean war, and was dis- 
charged in January of this year, and then I became a staff investigator 
for the Ohio Un-American Activities Committee. I completed my 
job there in late Apr il, went to New York City, and became associate 
editor of the weekly newsletter called Counter Attack. 

I left Counter Attack in July, because of some work I was doing, 
and since July, I have been doing free-lance writing. 

Mr. Connors. What is the Jefferson School of Social Science which 
you mentioned a moment ago? 
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Mr. Matusow. It is the Communist Party educational institution 
in New York. 

Mr. Connors. And what is the organization which you mentioned 
as People’s Songs ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. People’s Songs was a cultural group set up by the 
Communist Party in the middle 1940's, primarily dealing with folk 
songs. The song “So long, it’s been good to know you,” which was No. 
1 on the Hit Parade about a year or so ago, was written by a member 
of the People’s Songs, who was also a member of the Communist 
Party, and the song became popular through a group of artists known 
as the Weavers, who were also members of the Communist Party, work- 
ing through People’s Songs, and later People’s Artists. 

Mr. Connors. Have you been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Marusow. I have. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when did you join the Communist Party? 

Mr. Matusow. In New York City, in October of 1947. 

Mr. Connors. What induced you at that time to join the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. Well, the year preceding that I joined the American 
Youth for Democracy, which was the Communist Party youth arm 
at the time. 

I joined the AYD or American Youth for Democracy, after first 
having been contacted while in the Army in Europe in the last war, 
World War II, that is, and, when I returned—well, a lot of things 
got me into the party—but I joined the AYD and then joined the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. And you were a bona fide member, if I may use the 
term, of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Connors. And over what period of time were you such a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Matusow. From October 1947 until January 1951. 

Mr. Connors. While you were a member of the Communist Party, 
did you have occasion to be in the State of New Mexico? 

Mr. Marusow. I did. 

Mr. Connors. When were you in the State of New Mexico? 

Mr. Matusow. I arrived there in July of 1950. 

Mr. Connors. What was your business in New Mexico? 

Mr. Marvsow. I had transferred from my Communist Party unit in 
New York to one in California, and when I arrived in New Mexico, 
on the invitation of maa Wells Vincent, I spent a few weeks at the 
San Cristobal Valley Ranch, near Taos, and I found that the resident 
agent of the FBI in Santa Fe requested that I stay there and furnish 
information to them on the activities of the ranch. 

Mr. Connors. Now, at this time, during your membership in the 
Communist Party, you were, were you not, furnishing information 
to the Federal Bureau of Investigation ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I was. 

Mr. Connors. Now, who is Jenny Wells Vincent ? 

Mr. Marvusow. She’s the proprietor of this ranch, whom I first met 
at a Communist Party meeting in New York City in December of 
1949. 

Mr. Connor. Is she known to you to be a dues-paying member of 
the Communist Party? 
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Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Craig Vincent ? 

Mr. Marusow. Her husband, who was chairman of the Progressive 
Party of Colorado, or executive secretary of it. He had been in Wash- 
ington during the Second World War, working for the Government. 
I believe it was the OPA. 

Mr. Connors. Is Craig Vincent now known to you as a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What is the San Cristobal Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Matusow. It isa guest ranch out at New Mexico, which catered 
primarily to members of the Communist Party, many of whom I knew 
before I got to the ranch, and saw at the ranch, both on the staff, and 
as guests. 

Also at the ranch, in 1950, one of the employees of the Czechoslovak- 
ian delegation to the United Nations was there. 

Mr. CONNORS. Where in New Mexico is the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch ? 

Mr. Matusow. It’s about 80 miles northeast of Los Alamos. 

Mr. Connors. And you were there in the summer of 1950: is that 
correct ¢ : 

Mr. Marvsow. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Have you any information with respect to the pro- 
ceeds derived from the operation of the San Cristobal Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, I knew that fund-raising activities for Com- 
munist Party and its front groups were part of the program at the 
ranch. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you first learn of the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch 2 

Mr. Marvsow. When I met Jenny Wells Vincent in New York, in 
1949, 

Mr. Connors. To your knowledge, were Communist Party schools 
or classes held at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch ? 

Mr. M ATUSOW, Yes. 

Mr. Connors. You mentioned a moment ago a Czechoslovakian 
delegate at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch. Who was that person? 

Mr. Marvsow. I don’t recall her name, but she was the secretary to 
one of the delegates to the United Nations. She was a Czech Com- 
munist here, under the auspices of the United Nations. 

Now, if I might just deviate from there for a second, I returned 
to New York for a brief visit in the fall of 1950, and when I did I had 
contact —_ the delegate at th: . time, to the Human Rights Confer- 
ence of the United Nations, Mr. George Star y. whom [ hi id known over 

. period of about 2 years, and he was informed that I was in New 
ins xico and he requested at that time that I furnish him with photo- 
er ae yhs and biographical material of myself, which he would give to 

Mexican Embassy, and set up a liaison for me in an effort to got 
any atomic secrets that could be obtained in and around Sandia Base 
in Albuquerque and Los Alamos, and from the way he talked and 
the fact that this woman from the Czechoslovakian delegation had 
been at the ranch, I knew that some activity, espionage activity, was 
being conducted by the Czechoslovakian Government through the 
United Nations staff. 
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Mr. Connors. And through the staff of the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch ? 

Mr. Matvsow. That is right. 

Mr. Connors. Whom else did you meet at the San Cristobal Valley 
Ranch ? 

Mr. Marusow. I met Clinton Jencks. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Matusow. He was the international representat ive of the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers Union, out of Silver City, N. Mex. 

Mr. Connors. What was Clinton Jencks doing at the San Cristobal 
Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Marvusow. At the time, he was vacationing, but he did lecture 
at the ranch to the guests, and did have a few meetings with various 
Communist Party members, when he was there. 

Mr. Connors. What was the substance of his lectures, or his talks? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, in conversation with Jencks, we discussed 
the possibility, or what can the Communist Party within the Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers Union do in relation to hindering our 
efforts in the Korean war. The Korean war had started about 4 or 5 
weeks prior to my meeting him, and Jencks said that they were making 
efforts, that is. the Communists within the union, to see that a strike 
was called in the copper industry in this area, under the guise of wage 
increases, etc., and better working conditions for the guys in the shops; 
that they would call that strike, or get it called, in an effort to cut down 
production of copper for the Korean war effort. 

Mr. Connors. Did Jencks say to you that under the guise of obtain- 
ing more wages for the workers of the International U nion of Mine, 
Mill and Smelter Workers in the copper industry, the union would 
go on strike and that the chief and primary reason of the strike was to 
deprive the Armed Forces of copper needed to carry on the conflict in 
Korea ? 

Mr. Matusow. In substance, yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you discuss the Communist Party with Clinton 
Jencks? 

Mr. Marvsow. I did. 

Mr. Connors. What information did he furnish with respect to his 
own status in the Communist Party, if any information? 

Mr. Matusow. When we discussed these matters, we discussed it as 
one Communist Party member to another. 

Mr. Connors. Did he identify himself to you as a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. To revert to the conversation you had with respect to 
the copper strike, did he say anything at that time to the effect that 
orders for this copper strike had been given to the union by other 
outside groups? 

Mr. Matusow. It was hard to pin down. He did talk about a liaison 
between the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union, the Communists 
in the union, with the Communist-dominated miners union in Mexico. 
In fact, Jencks used to wear the pin. I believe it was called the Mexi- 
can Federation of Miners, and he discussed quite freely the contacts 
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across the border, of the Communists here in the United States with 
those in Mexico. In fact, he said he had been to meetings in Mexico. 

Mr. Connors. Did he say anything else with respect to any liaison 
he had with the peop le im Me X1CO ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. Well, 1 know from conversations with Jencks and 
other work I was doing, while picking up information for the FBI, 
as to Communist activities there, that the Mexican Communist Party 
had set up liaison with these Communists in the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers Union, in efforts to complete courier operations 
across the aia 

Mir. Connors. What do you mean by a courier operation, Mr. Matu- 
sow ¢ 

Mr. Marvusow. People would come in, Communists, illegal immi- 
grants, you might say, Soviet agents, and so forth, would come across 
the border at various crossings, such as E] Paso, coming over from 
Juarez. 

Mr. Connors. You mean coming with the help of Jencks or other 
Communists? 

Mr. Marvusow. Or other Communists in the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers Union. 

Mr. Connors. Did Jencks elaborate on that at all? 

Mr. Marusow. No: he didn’t. 

Mr. Connors. What other officials of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers Union have visited at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch, to the 
best of your knowledge ? 

Mr. Marvusow. I was told by the owners of the ranch, Jenny Wells 
Vincent and her husband, that Maurice Travis, of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers Union, who was a Communist Party member, had 
been to the ranch prior to my visit there. 

Mr. Connors. While you were at the ranch, Mr. Matusow, were 
there people there who were not Communists? I mean tourists, vaca- 
tionists, patriotic Americans, let us say ¢ 

Mr. Marvsow. I can only remember two who didn’t stay there very 
lone. though. 

Mr. Connors. How many people were there altogether ? 

Mr. Marusow. They us sed to have about anywhere from 30 to 50 
guests. I'd say about 30 was more like it. 

Mr. Connors. Did Jenny Wells Vincent and her husband solicit 
the trade of non-Communists, that is, non-Communist tourists or 
guests? 

Mr. Marvusow. In 1950 I had no knowledge of it. 

Mr. Connors. You mean they did not ? 

Mr. Matusow. They did not, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. Then your testimony is that the San Cristobal Val- 
ley Ranch was operated as a Communist refuge, if I may use that 
term ? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes: it was. 

Mr. Connors. ‘Have you any further information with respect to 
the Communist Party membership or collaboration with known Com- 
munists by any other individuals in the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Marvsow. I can talk about another organization that is tied 
up irate rnally, and actually, with the union, and that is the ANMA, 
American National Mexican Association, I believe is the translation. 
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Mr. Connors. What is ANMA?% 

Mr. Marvsow. It is a Communist-front organization that was set 
up to use the plight of some of the Mexican Americans, as a means 
of getting Communist propaganda and Communist work across. I 
was a member of ANMA, by the way, when I was in New Mexico, and 
when I attended meetings of ANMA I went in there knowing the 
Communist line first, and got that across in ANMA;: and the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers Union have worked very closely with 
ANMA in and around New Mexico and around Arizona, and out of 
El Paso. where the last AN MA convention was held a few months ago. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Matusow, while you were in the Communist 
Party and before you knew much, if anything, about the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers—I mean before 
you knew any people who belonged to it—were you able to gather 
from any conversations with other Communists the attitude that 
the Communist Party generally had toward the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Yes. In 1948, in December, I was in Philadelphia 
with Henry Winston, the national organizational secretary of the 
Communist Party. Winston is now one of the seven Communist 
fugitives. He was convicted 2 years ago by a Federal jury for con- 
spiring to overthrow the Government. 

Winston on the trip back from Philadelphia was discussing with 
me the need for young Communists to get out of the big cities like New 
York and Chicago, mainly New York and Philadelphia, really, and 
get into basie industries, and in the course of these conversa- 
tions, he said that one of our concentration areas for young people 
will be in the Rocky Mountain area, and through the International 
Union of Mine. Mill, and Smelter Workers, and at that time and at 
subsequent occasions, with leading Communists, at Communist Party 
national headquarters, Maurice Travis of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers was identified as a member of the Communist Party as were 
the other leaders of the union. 

Mr. Connors. Have you had any correspondence from Maurice 
Travis? 

Mr. Marvusow. No: I have not. 

Senator Warkins. May I ask some questions at this point ? 

The Cuatrman. Very well. 

Senator Warkins. I take it from what you said that while you were 
in New York, you became very well acquainted with Communist 
Party operations ? 

Mr. Marvsow. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Warkins. What were your duties, if any, in the organ- 
ization ? 

Mr. Marvsow. Well, they varied at times. During the 1948 period, 
the early part of 1948, I worked primarily around the Jefferson School, 
in their book shop, disseminating Communist Party literature. In 
the summer of 1948, I worked at their summer camp indoctrinating 
young people who came to the camp, a summer resort. In the fall of 
1948 I worked primarily on the Progressive Party campaign for 
Henry Wallace, under Communist Party instruction, that is. IT got 
my job with the Progressive Party through the Communist Party. 
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I was relieved from Communist activities by one of the leaders of the 
Progressive Party, to work at 89 Park Avenue, where their national 
headquarters were. 

Senator Warkins. Did you ever work on the Daily Worker ? 

Mr. Marusow. I worked ve ry closely with the Daily Worker, yes, 
sir. 

Senator Warkrins. Were you acquainted with it? Did you read it ? 

Mr. Marusow. Yes. Istilldo. 

Senator Warkrns. I call your attention to an advertisement that 
appeared in the Salt Lake City Tribune of Monday, October 6, en- 
titled “Hard to believe, but—”; an ad by the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, and ask you if you have seen that 
advertisment ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. I have. 

Senator Warkins. You notice in the upper right-hand corner there 
is a photograph, a reproduction of a photograph that is supposed to 
be of a concentration camp built down in Florence, Ariz. 

Mr. Matusow. I recognize the photograph. 

Senator Warkins. Have you ever seen that photograph before ? 

Mr. Marusow. I have. 

Senator Warkins. Where? 

Mr. Marusow. Inthe Daily Worker. It was either in May or June. 
They ran a series of articles with the same title, something about 
“There are concentration camps in the United States” or “in America.” 
It ran for a few days, and Florence, Ariz., was one of the photos 
used by the Daily Worker in May or June of this year. 

Senator Warxins. Do you know whether or not it is about the 
same style of cut as the one that appeared in the Daily Worker ? 

Mr. Marvusow. It’s the same photograph; might have been the same 
plate or a mat made from the original plate that was used in the Daily 
Worker. 

Senator Watkins. You are sure about that? 

Mr. Marvusow. Very much so. 

Senator Warkrins. And you have read that ad through ? 

Mr. Marvsow. I have. 

Senator Warkrins. How does it compare in phraseology with the 
material contained inthe Daily Worker from time to time? 

Mr. Marusow. I believe that you could probably find some direct 
quotes here from the Daily Worker. 

Senator Warxtns. Do you have any in mind at the moment? 

Mr. Matusow. Well, the lead paragraph, “The above scene is one 
of America’s new concentration camps.” I believe this is one of the 
pictures that appeared in the Daily Worker. 

Senator Warkrins. Are you acquainted with this camp in Arizona? 

Mr. Matusow. I believe it is one of the camps that were set up in 
World War IT to house and billet the Japanese nationals that were 
moved from California inland after Pearl Harbor was attacked. 

Senator WatTxtns. You are very sure that that’s what it is here? 

Mr. Matusow. Oh, yes; I have seen many of them in New Mexico. 
There was one outside of Santa Fe. The ground is still owned by the 
Government and the fences haven’t been torn oem and the one in 
Florence, Ariz., looks like the one in Santa Fe, N. Mex. 

Senator WaTKrns. The same type? 

Mr. Matusow. That’s right, sir. 
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The Cuairman. And this article was circulated through one of the 
leading papers of this region to try to persuade the rank and file of 
labor in the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union that this com- 
mittee had been the authors of a bill that set up that concentration 
camp, when, as a matter of fact, it was set up during World War II as 
a place for the concentration of Japanese alien enemies; is that correct ? 

Mr. Matusow. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Warkrns. I would say, Senator, that it seems to me also, 
in addition to the purpose you have just mentioned, it is an effort to 
intimidate the members of this committee from doing their plain duty 
under the law. I think it fails to accomplish its purpose if that is 
one of its purposes, and I want to go on record as saying that. 

The Carman. At the close of this meeting, I am going to deal with 
that advertisement in a statement that I intend to make at the close 
of these hearings, which I do hope will be attended by all those who 
can attend, who. represent labor or who are members of the Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers Union. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, this advertisement has not been 
placed in the record as yet, has it ? 

The CuarrmMan. No; it has not. 

Senator Warkrns. I think it ought to be placed in the record at 
this point, to indicate the attitude of this particular union and the 
charges they are making against a committee that is out here to do 
its duty under the law, and made no charges against anybody. 

The Cuamrman. The only trouble with that, Senator, is this: That 
the members of the Mine, Mill, and Smelters Union are not guilty. It 
is a certain clique or group in the union that gave authorship to that 
article, and signed it United Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. 

The 100,000 workers who belong to the Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers Union are not guilty of the fallacies and lies that are set out 
in that ad. For that reason I did not want to brand them as being 
guilty, and I never will want to brand them as being guilty. 

Senator Warxrns. I would like to say that I agree with that state- 
ment. However, I thought for the purpose of the record, at les ast, 
it could be filed as an exhibit. I think it ought to indicate what this 
particular group, if it is a group, sought to accomplish by attacking 
a committee before it opened a hearing or heard from a single witness. 

The CuHarrmMan. That can be done. 

(The document above referred to was filed for the record.) 

Mr. Matusow. Knowing the Communist Party tactics, in trying to 
discredit witnesses, I would like to say something for the rank-and- 
file members of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union. 

Here I have my own union card. I am a member in good standing 
of a CIO union, the American Ne :wspaper Guild, and if I were anti- 
union and against the guys in the union, I would have been expelled 
a long time ago by my own union. I have been a CIO union man for 
12 years, and Tam not going to attack members of the unions. I know 
how the Communists have ‘duped them, and I would like to get that 
part in the record. 

Senator Watkins. I want to say that the same tactics were used 
in Cleveland when we were there to hold a hearing to investigate 
subversive activities in industry and labor, and other activities, in 
Cleveland, Ohio. 
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The Cramnman. I think it might be well if at this time, while Sena- 
tor Watkins is present and while there seems to be about as large an 
attendance as we have had, the chairman make a statement which 
grows out of the advertisements and other similar publications that 
I have seen circulated with reference to this hearing that we are 
conducting, 

The chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the United States 
Senate, the chairman of this committee, came from the loins of labor. 
He was born and reared ina labor home. Everything that surrounded 
him in his boyhood days was labor. He played on the streets of Vir- 
ginia City and Gold Hill, in Gold Hill where the first miners’ union 
was organized, the first miners’ union in all America. 

As a young man just turned 25, as a member of the Legislature of 
the State of Nevada, he collaborated in the formulation of the first 
law that limited the hours of labor in mines, mills, and smelters In 
America. That law was passed by the Legislature of Nevada in 1903, 
it which time the chairman of this committee was a member of that 
legislature. That law was attacked by the most able counsel in this 
country. It was taken to the court of last resort, the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and was there held to be constitutional. 

That law is the basis. the nucleus from whence has sprung nearly 
all ot the beneficial legislation for labor in America. 

As a member of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, as its 
chief justice, the chairman of this committee wrote an opinion with 
reference to the rights of an injured laborer who had signed a release 
after his injury when he received a sum of money, a release of his 
employer from further liability. He sued for further compensation. 
The release was set up asa defense. 

As chief justice of the Supreme Court of Nevada, it was I who wrote 
the opinion that the release was not a defense; that the laborer must 
at times be defended by the law even as against himself. That deci- 

on was declared by able counsel to be one that would not stand the 
test of the Supreme Court of the United States, and by the most 
eminent counsel in the West it was taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and there the Supreme Court refused to interfere with 
the decision rendered by the then member of the Supreme Court of 
Nevada, the present chairman of this committee. 

On the 4th of March of 1953, if I live until that time. I will have 
served 20 years in the Senate of the United States. In all of that 
period of time I have sustained by my vote and my voice every bill that 
was for the uplift or benefit or promotion of organized labor. I voted 
for the Wagener Act, and I voted against the Taft-Hartley Act. 

Any group of men who publish the statements that have been cir- 
culated in the press here against the chairman of this committee and 
against the members of this committee is putting forth a statement to 
mislead the labor union that is involved here, to mislead its member- 
ship, and to mislead the people and destroy confidence in the chairman 
of this committee, and in the Congress of the United States. 

It is nothing more or less than what we see in the Daily Worker from 
day today. It is nothing more or less than what the chairman of this 
committee has encountered during all of the time that he has been 
holding hearimaes under the resolution for the internal security of this 
country. 
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The chairman wants to Say how and here, because there is such a 
froup of labor represented here, that America today is the one salva 
tion for free labor and free men. If we lower our arm as a Nation 
to the communistic influences that are operating within our midst, then 
civilization will go back innumerable centuries and labor will lose 
everything that it has eained by the free enterprise system of the 
United States of America. 

There is no slavery in the world like the slavery of communism. 
‘There is no enemy in the world of labor likecommunism. Andif labor 
permits itself to be dominated b Vv communism either in this union or in 
any other union, then labor will lose the fine things that we have 
worked out for labor by legislation during the past quarter of a 
century. 

I say that in justification of the members of this committee and 
say that the rank-and-file membership to which L belonged, in which 
I was reared, to which I have given the best years and thoughts of my 
life, may hold in mind that your union should be free from Russian 
control, from Soviet dominance, from communistic influence, in order 
that vou as American citizens may continue as free men to operate with 
the individual human liberty that has been worked out for you through 
the emerge that has been enacted. 

In God’s name and in the name of the country to which you belong, 
to which you give your loyalty as a citizen, your union having been 
read out of the CIO, your union having its lead membe . brought 
here veste rads ay who re fused to deny under oath that they | e longed to 
the Communist Party and followed the Communist line, in God’s 
name as American citizeus awaken to the situation that you may 
cleanse yourself of this situation and not wait for law to deal with 
these individuals. 

If a man comes here and he is asked, ‘Are you a horse thief?” ana 
he is not a horse thief, all he has to do is say, “No, [am not.” Tf he 
comes here and he is asked if he is a Communist and he is not a Com- 
munist, all he has to do is say, “No, I am not.” 

Sut when he resorts to the fifth amendment and says, “It might 
incriminate me if I answered.” his attitude and his conduct must be 
judged by his answer. 

That is a statement that I hope may have some effect on the fine 
rank and file of one of the greatest unions in America, one of the 
greatest unions and one of the oldest unions that this country knows. 

Organized labor is a proper thing for the protection of labor, for 
the upbuilding of its status, composed of American citizens. 

Organized labor is the best for the employing class because they 
ean deal by collective bargaining with representative groups who 
represent the great rank and file of labor, and so organized labor 
must be encouraged, It must not be allowed to be torn down in 
America by an infiltration of communism that seems to be growing 
into some of the organizations. 

This is not the only one. This union is not the only one. We have 
found other unions into which there is an infiltration of this same 
group, to soften up organized labor and make it a victim at an oppor- 
tune moment when this country may need organized labor as it never 
needed it before. America is at the crossroads of her existence. War 
is in existence just across the sea, and a cold war is going on right here. 
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I wanted to make this statement because I know there are here 
representatives of the various groups, some from my own State and 
some from the Basin States and some from abroad. 

I want them to know what the attitude of this committee is as we 
sit here and listen. I want them to know what the attitude of the 
Senator from Utah is because I know that his thoughts run along the 
same lines as mine. 

I want them to know what the attitude of the staff is. 

That is all. 

Senator Warkrins. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You have heard the statement of the chairman 
of this committee with respect to his beginnings. 

I am the son of a hardrock miner myself. My father worked for 
many years in the mines at Park City. Later on in life he became a 
farmer. However, I have had to work with my hands much of my 
life. I have been in the ranks of labor, too. Every man who has 
been before this committee since I have been a member of it—and I 
became a member when it was first organized—has been treated 
fairly. The committee has been united. It is made up of both 
political parties, four Democrats and three Republicans, and in prac- 
tically every decision that has been made, every move that has been 
made, it has been in full agreement. 

I want to say as a man who has served as a judge in the State 
courts, elected by the people of this State, in my district, in the 
Fourth District, I have had experience enough to know when a com- 
mittee is run properly and when the rights of people are protected. 

I have watched the chairman conduct the meetings of this com- 
mittee when he has been presiding, and I say in every instance he has 
been fair. 

This committee has not been given over to theatrical conduct in 
any respect. Television has not been permitted, radio broadcasting 
direct from the room has not been permitted; and, as you know, no 
witnesses are photographed unless they are willing to be photo- 
graphed. Photographs are not allowed ‘during the course of a hear- 
ing. This is vastly different from many of ‘the committees in the 
Congress. I am not criticizing the other committees, but I want to 
say that every precaution has been taken by this committee to protect 
the rights of those who appear before it, and all they need to do is to 
tellthe truth. No loyal American needs to fear this committee in any 
way, shape, or form. 

It has been given a job to find out what is going on in this country 
with respect to subversive activities, and to see if this law that has 
been passed can be improved upon, if it needs to be improved, how it 
can be enforced, and how the country can be protected. 

I want to pay tribute to the chairman today in the way he has run 
this committee. We have not been willing to allow people to brow- 
beat us and tell us what we could do and what we could not do. That 
conduct was resorted to in Cleveland. They had a television show 
the day before the committee was to go in session there, accusing the 
committee of all kinds of activity, none of which was true, and that is 
the way it went on. They did not picket the hearings in Cleveland, 
but they did everything they could to browbeat the committee from 
going on with its hearings. 
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However, the hearings were conducted as the Congress of the United 
States and the vast majority of the American people wanted them 
conducted. 

Personally, I have the greatest sympathy with the Senator. I do 
not always agree with Senator McCarran in his votes. I voted for 
the Taft-Hartley law, and I have no apologies for my vote. I know 
the chairman of the committee has no apologies to make, either. He 
voted according to his conscience. 

I wanted to make that statement because of the things that have 
been said about this committee. I know its members: they are able 
men, and they are good loyal Americans, and you need not be afraid 
of the activities of this committee in any way. You need not fear 
in any respect that the committee might take away some of your 
rights. They will be protected to the limit of all Americans. 

“Thank vou, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. I am sorry to 
interrupt your witness, but I thought the audience was here that 
might want to listen to it. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Chairman, since this witness has given informa- 
tion with respect to another person under subpena, namely, Clinton 
Jencks, I would like to request that he be called at this time. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Call Mr. Jencks. 

Mr. Connors. Are you appearing for Mr. Jencks? 

Mr. Kripke. I would like to say, first, that Mr. Jencks is probably 
over at the hotel, and I will see if I can get him over here very shortly. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Matusow, while we are waiting for Mr. Jencks, 
I want the record to show clearly what information came to you while 
you were a member of the Communist Party, with respect to Mr. 

aurice Travis. Would you repeat that testimony or clarify it? 

Mr. Marvusow. Maurice Travis was identified to me as a member 
of the Communist Party by Henry Winston, the organizational sec- 
retary of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Winston was the national organizational secretary 
of the party at that time? 

Mr. Matusow. Yes; on the party’s top Politburo in the United 
States. 

Mr. Connors. He was one of a half dozen men who operated the 
American Communist Party? 

Mr. Marusow. There were 12, to be exact. 

Mr. Connors. There were 12 on the national committee and he was 
one of the 12? 

Mr. Marvsow. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And this same Maurice Travis had visited the San 
Cristobal Valley Ranch prior to your visit there; is that correct? 

Mr. Marvsow. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. He was not there during your visit ? 

Mr. Matusow. No, sir; but the proprietor of the ranch said that he 
had been there prior to my visit. 

The Cuarman. This ranch to which you make reference is sort of 
a guest ranch; is it? 

{r. Matusow. That is correct, sir. I might elaborate on that. Be- 
sides being just a guest ranch for the summer months, they have also 
held Communist Party schools at the ranch, leadership schools, where 
Communist organizers in various parts of the Southwest, Rocky 
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Mountain area, were sent to the ranch for the period of a week or 2 
weeks under Communist Party discipline. Nobody was let in, and 
they took certain courses In communism, Communist training tactics, 
and the like. 

The Cuarrman. Did you observe that training and the conduet of 
that school? 
Mr. Matusow. I have attended similar schools to it. I know what 
went on, because in the East there is a similai type of ouest resort, 
where the same thing woes on. That’s Camp Unity. they call it. 

The CuHarmMan. What goes on? Tell us what goes on at these 

} 


hools., 
Mr. Marvusow. Well, ina leadership school of the Communist Party, 
you are relieved from all other Communist Party duties. 

You usually start between 8 and 9 in the morning. A certain 
amount of it is theory. You study from books, such as Marx’s Cap 
ital, books by Engels. Stalin, Lenin, various pamphlets and books 
published by the Communist Party publishing house, and there are 
also lecturers there to lecture on specific topics; and, as to the ques 
tion of members of trade-unions, they have tactics set up for operation 
within the trade-unions, how to infiltrate unions that are not under 
Communist control, how to act at meetings, what line to take, and some 
schools are set up where they show members what to do in relation to 


the actual slowing down of production. 

For instance, out in Ohio, in certain key defense plants, two Com 
munists might go into a plant—this has happened—with no other 
Communist there. They work in a section of maybe 7) men. Well, 
within 24 or 48 hours, those Communists will know who the 10 or 15 
disgruntled men are, who just have a gripe against the world, regard 
less of who is running the show. and it 1s quite easy for the Com 
munists, 1n most cases, to get those 10 or 15 men on their side, and 
working that out. thereby affecting production in certain sections of 
the plant, and using agitational means in order to vet a strike called, 
a polit ical strike, such as the copper strike of last year. 

The Cuatrrmuan. That method is commonly known as sabotage, com- 
ing from the word “sabot”; is that right 4 

Mr. Marusow. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrnman. “Move slow ly” is that right ¢ 

Mr. Marusow. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party schools in 
which instruction was given with respect to infiltration of labor unions, 


as such 4 


Mr. Marvsow. Yes: I have. 

Mr. Connors. And what were the Communist Party doctrines along 
those lines / 

Mr. Marvsow. For instance, in the American Newspaper Guild, of 
which Tam a member now. might be an illustration. In 1950 T at 
tended Communist Party meetings, caucuses, in the Newspaper Guild 
in New York. It has a large membership and is not a Communist 
dominated union, but in New York City today there are approximately 
SOO dues paving Comnunists working in the hewspaper industry. 
The New York Times has well over 100 dues-paying members. 
Time, Ine.. has 76 Communist Party members, working in edito 
rial and research, and just a few months ago the Communist caucus 
regained control of that unit in the Newspaper Guild. They go into 
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a union meeting and had the old adage “Come early and stay late,” A 
plant a few Communists on the rules committee, to use Robert’s Rules 
of Order and Parliamentary Procedure, in order to stop any resolu 
tion that a legitimate union member might want to pass that the Com 
munists don't aeree with. and continue to agitate alone those lines. 

When wage negotiations and contract negotiations are up, the Com- 
munists quite frequently go out of their way to—well, they do ask at 
times for more than another trade-union would, it looks better for 
the rank and file. But that isn’t their motive. Their motive is to 
vet control of the union or call a strike. as the case Way be. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, for the record, at this time I wish to withdraw 
as counsel for Mr. Jencks. Mr. Witt. I understand, wishes to enter 

. his appearance, 

The Coainmain. Very well. 

He was sworn yesterday, I think. 

Mr. Jencks. That’s right. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mary I address the chair f6r a question ¢ 

The CHatrman. You may ask a question: ves, sir. 

Mr. Wrerr. The question is: Will this witness be given the oppor 
tunity to give his testimony with respect to matters which were test! 
fied to earlier today by a previous witness 4 

The CHairnman. This witness will be required to answer questions, 
just the same as other witnesses. 

(Witness Matusow temporarily excused. ) 

The CHatrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 


TESTIMONY OF CLINTON E. JENCKS, BAYARD, N. MEX., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HIS ATTORNEY, NATHAN WITT, NEW YORK, N. Y 


Mr. Connors. Will you identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation, if you please / 

Mr. Jencks. My name is Clinton FE. Jencks. My residence is 
Bayard, N. Mex. My occupation is international representative for 
the International Union of Mine. Mill, anid Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. And when were you born 4 

Mr. Jencks. I was born on March 1, 1918, in the city of Colorado 
Springs, Colo. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education. Mr. Jencks / 

Mr. JEN¢ Ks. I was educated in Colorado Springs, Colo. Upon 

- eraduation from Colorado Springs High School I worked my Way 
through college at the University of Colorado. 

Mr. Connors. And did you graduate from the University of Colo 
rado ? ; 

Mr. Jencks. J did. 

Mr. Connors. In what year / 

Mr. Jencks. 1939: 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment since your grad 
uation from the University of Colorado? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I’ve worked at a great many jobs. I worked as 
a clerk and as an accountant. I volunteered into the Army, and served 
as a commissioned officer during the last war. 

Mr. Connors. What branch of the service were you in? 

Mr. Jencks. In the Air Force. 

Mr. Connors. What were your duties? 


P5058 oo 12 
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Mr. Jencks. I was a navigator. 

Mr. + des Answer about your war experience only. 

Mr. Jencks. As a navigator I served overseas in combat and was 
omental the Distinguished Flying Cross and six Air Medals for 
service during the war in combat areas. 

Mr. Connors. Over what per iod of time were you in the Air Force? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I was in the Air Force from—I volunteered just 
before we declared war on Nazi Germany and Japan, and I served 
until I was released, with an honorable disch: arge in, I believe, October 
of 1945, if Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. Connors. Were you thereafter employed by the Continental 
Air Lines? 

Mr. Jencks. Yes; I was employed by Continental Air. 

Mr. Connors. And from approximately October 1945 until ap- 
proximately October 1946? 

Mr. Jencks. I’m not positive as to the exact dates. I don’t recall. 
I think that’s probably just abdut right. 

Mr. Connors. What were your duties with Continental Air Lines? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I began at C ontinental Air Lines as a junior— 


— was, I think, “Junior flight service agent.” They used to call 
“baggage buster.” I started at the bottom and I worked up until 


i was serving in the flight control office, working on problems of fuel 
consumption, radio, and so forth—like that. 

Mr. Connors. General navigational problems? 

Mr. Jencks. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. When did you first become affiliated with the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Jencks. I joined the International Union of Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers when I went to work in the Globe Smelter of the 
American Smelting & Refining Co., in Denver. 

Mr. Connors. When was that? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I don’t recall the exact date. 

Mr. Connors. Was it in 1946 or 1947? 

Mr. Jencks. I think it probably was in 1946. I don’t remember 
exactly. 

Mr. Connors. And what positions have you held in the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, the first position I held was, of course, was as a 
rank-and-file member of the union, and subsequently I went to work 
for what was then the Bayard District Union, an association of the 
five existing locals in the Silver City area of New Mexico. Sometime 
later the membership of those five unions decided that they could do 
their work better if they joined together, and they formed an amal- 
gamated union, which comprised the five local unions and was known 
as Local 890, the Amalgamated Bayard District Union. I was elected 
to the office of president of that union, and reelected for another term, 
and subsequently requested by the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers to go on the staff as international representa- 
tive, and the local union agreed to release me for those duties and I 
did become and am now serving as an international representative 
for the Mine, Mill Union. 

Mr. Connors. When did you become an international representa- 


tive? 
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Mr. Jencks. Well, I have been credentialed as an international 
representative of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers since, I believe, 1948. Even though I was serving in the 
capacity of the local union, the international union found it to the 
advantage of the union from time to time to save the expense of send- 
ing another representative in, when signatures of representatives were 
required, and it wasn’t until, I believe, 1950, that I went on half time 
for the international union, and half time for the local union. 

Mr. Connors. Now, when you were president of local 890, was that 
a full-time job? I mean, did you work in the plant, or did you have 
other work during that time? 

Mr. Jencxs. No, sir. I did not work in a plant at that time. It 
required my full time to carry through the responsibilities of working 
on grievances, negotiations, and all the other problems of the union. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. I understand that. Now, how long have 
you been employed in an industry which industry is or may be or- 
wanized by the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers Union ? 

Mr. Jencks. Well— 

Mr. Connors. Have you been so employed at all? 

Mr. Jencks. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Connors For how long—6 months? Six years? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I have—of course, I have worked in quite a 
number of places that would fall under the jurisdiction of the union. 
I’d say that all told, probably in the various places that would fall 
under the jurisdiction of the Mine, Mill, probably several years. 

Mr. Connor. Two years ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I think that would probably be a reasonable approxi- 
mation. 

Mr. Connors. How much of that 2 years extends after the war, 
after you were discharged from the Air Corps? 

Mr. Jencks. Oh, I think only about—well, of course, all of the time 
since I went to work for the American Smelting & Refining has been 
in the Mine, Mill jurisdiction. 

Mr. Connors. How long did you work for the American Smelting 
& Refining ? 

Mr. Jencks. For A.S. & R. I think I worked not more than around 
6 months, I think, before I left to work for the union. 

Mr. Connors. Then you worked in the industry for 6 months, and 
then you were elected president of local 890; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jencks. No; I worked in the industry longer than that. I 
think I so testified. 

Mr. Connors. This addititional portion of time was prior to your 
entrance into the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Jencks. Yes; that’s right. 

Mr. Connors. But during the course of that employment, prior to 
your entrance into the Army Air Corps, were the places in which you 
worked organized by the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Jencks. No; that’s right. They had not yet been organized. 

Mr. Connors. And you were not a member of the union before the 
war; is that correct / 

Mr. Jencks. No; that’s right. That’s true. 








166 COMMUNISI DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 





Mr. Connors. So then. in summation. is it a fair statement of faet to 
av that vou be longed to the International Union of Mine, Mill and 


Smelter Workers for about 6 months before you were an official of 


Lie 


/ 


~uUnIONn: that right : 
Mr. Jencks. Well, Pd say—I wouldn't say that it would be a fan 
statement of the facts, be« AUIst Hy first job Wits really -—-— 

Phe Coamman. Were you a member before you became an official 


Phat is what the question Is. 

Mr. dy NCKS, Well. before | he aie adh offic belt | Was really —let mie 
see po bablyv about a vear al doa half. because LT was really serving 
a ihn emplovee when I first went to New Mexico. I went down there 
In the capacity, 1 would say, as what is fanuliarly referred to as a 


business agent. 

Phe CHAtRMAN. That is not answering the question. How long were 
JOU a member of the Mine, M 1] and Smeltet Workers Union before 
vou became an official 4 That is the question. 

Mi JENE Ks In order to apswel the question. | would have to know 
how vou define “official.” or what do vou mean by “official.” 

Mi CONNORS. How long were you a member of the uhlon hefore you 
began to draw a salary from the union / 

Mr. Jencks. Well, before | began to draw wages from the Bayard 
District Union I think that it was approximately 6 or 7 months. 

Mr. Connors. So vou were a member for 6 or 7 months, and then 
vou began to draw wages from the whnion: is that correct now / 

Mr. Jencks. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What building occupies the address 1041 North Grand 
Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 4 

Mr. JENCKS. J don’t recall, 

Phe CHAIRMAN. Just nu moment. Ile has not asked you for counsel. 
If he asks you for counsel, you may give it to him, not otherwise. You 
are hot Zoing to prompt haan as to his answer. If he asks for counsel 
he hay have it. He hay not have it otherwise. 

Mr. Wirr. IT have not done any prompting, and I don't intend to 
do any. 

The Cnairmman. IT heard you prompting. Don't do that. Ul have 
you removed from the room. IT have told you, and you have the last 
word on it. 

Mr. Wrrr. Mav I advise the witness he has a right to consult me ¢ 

The Caiman. If he asks for your counsel he may have it, and 
not otherwise’ Isthat clear to vou / 

Mr. Wirr. I think it’s clear. 

Mr. Connors. What is Vour answer to the question ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I would like to confer with the counsel. 

Mr. Wrrr. And I don’t mind if the committee staff overhears the 
witness conferring with me. 

Phe CramMan. Tam not asking for your comments. One more 
word, and you w il] leave the room. 

Mr. Jencks (Confers with counsel.) I don't reeoonize the address. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know where Communist Party headquarters 
at St. Louis, Mo.. were in 1942 ¢ 

Mr. Jencns. No, I don't 

Phe Ciamman. Do you understand the question’ Read the ques 


tion. Mr. Reporter, please. 
(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 
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Mr. Jencks. I don’t recall having known or don’t remember now. 

The Caiman. What is your answer to that question, you do not 
remember, or you did not know ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I said I don’t know. 

Mr. Connors. Did you attend a meeting at Communist Party head- 
quarters at 1041 North Grand Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo., on July 
15, 1942 ? 

Mr. Jencks. I would decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of my rights as they are provided for under the Constitution of this 
country in the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs vou to answer. 

Mr. Wri r. You have the neht to decline. It you waht to decline, 
vo ahead. 

Mr. Jencns. I do decline and claim the pri leves ind rights as 
they are provided for in the Constitution. 

The CnatrmMan. Did you understand the question 

Mr. Jt NCKS, I believe l clic. 

The Ciamman. Read the question again to the witness, Mr. Re 
porter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Jencks. I understand the question. 

The Crarman. What is your answer ¢ 

Mr. Ji NCKS., I decline fo answer on the FrOUTAS provided for and 
my rights under the Constitution and the fifth amendment to that 
Constitution. 

The Cuairman. You have been instructed by the Chair to answer. 

Mr. Jencns. And I claim the privilege as provided in that fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you not join the Communist Party in 1940 while 
vou lived in St. Louis, Mo. / 

Mr. Jencks. My answer is the same as to the previous question: I 
decline to answer the question under my rights and privileges under 


i 


the Constitution of this country and the Constitution of this country 
in the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Wirr. You have the right to decline. If vou waht to decline, 
go ahead. 

Mr. Jencks. I do decline and claim the privy leges and rights as 
they are provided for in the Constitution. 

The Cuamman. Did you understand the question 

Mr. Jencks. I believe I did. 

The Cuamman. Read the question again to the witness, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Jencks. [I understand the question. 

The CuarrmMan. What is your answer? 

Mr. JENCKS. I decline to answer on the erounds provided for and 
my rights under the Constitution and the fifth amendment to that 
Constitution. 

The CuHarMan. You have been instructed by the Chair to answer. 

Mr. JEN( KS. And I claim the privilege aus provided in that fifth 
unendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you not join the Communist Party in 1940 while 
vou lived in St. Louis, Mo. ? 
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Mr. Jencks. My answer is the same as to the previous question: I 
decline to answer the question under my rights and privileges under 
the Constitution of this country and the fifth amendment to that 
Constitution. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question on the grounds as I 
have jus st stated. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Arthur Bary ? 

The CrairmMan. Just a moment. If you had not joined the Com- 
munist Party as suggested by the question, it would be a small matter 
to say “No,” would it not? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question. 

The Cuamman. That question ? 

Mr. Jencks. On the same grounds as I just stated. 

The CuairMAN. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer on the grounds of my rights and 
privileges under the Constitution and the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

The CuarrmMan. Are you declining to answer because your answer 

if given truthfully might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Jexcxs. I decline to answer on the grounds that I have just 
stated, that the Constitution gives me that privilege and that right 
under the fifth amendment, and I am exercising that right. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question 
propounded by the Chair. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair on the 
grounds that I have already stated. 

‘The CHarrMAN. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Arthur Bary ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the Constitution and the fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know who he is? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question under the same 
grounds and under the same rights and privileges as provided under 
the fifth amendment. 

The CratrmMan. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair under 
the same grounds as provided for in the Constitution and the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

The CuairMAn. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946 was not Arthur Bary district organizer of 
the Communist Party of Colorado? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question under the rights and 
privileges as provided for in the Constitution of this country and the 
fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

The CuairMan. Do you know whether or not he was district organ- 
izer of the Communist Party 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 
my rights and privileges as provided under our Constitution and the 
amendments to that Constitution. 

The Crarrman. The Chair instructs you now to answer those 
questions. 
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Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair under 
the grounds of my rights and privileges as provided for under the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution of this country. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Jencks, and ask you 
to affirm or deny the fact that in May 1946 Arthur Bary, district 
organizer of the Communist Party of Denver, Colo., advised you 
that you had been elected to the Colorado State board of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of committee counsel 
under my rights and privileges as they are provided for under the 
Constitution of this country and the fifth amendment to our Consti- 
tution. 

The CrrarMan. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair under 
the grounds that I have just stated, my rights and privileges under 
our Constitution and its amendment, fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Who is John Gates—G-a-t-e-s / 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of committee counsel 
on the grounds of my rights and privileges as they are provided for 
under the Constitution of our country and the fifth amendment te 
that Constitution. 

The Cuarman. What in the fifth amendment is there that would 
prohibit you or protect you from answering the question as to who 
this man is, if you know who he is? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question under the same 
grounds, our Constitution and the fifth amendment of that Consti- 
tution. It is my understanding that the fifth amendment provides for 
protection of a witness against arbitrary and tyrannical procedures 
and cannot compel a witness to so testify. 

The Cuairman. Is there anything tyrannical about asking you who 
a man was or is? 

Mr. Jencks. It is my opinion that the intentions and the procedures 
of this committee are arbitrary and tyrannical. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that why you are refusing to answer questions ? 

Mr. Jencks. I am declining to answer the questions under the rights 
and privileges that are guaranteed to me under our Constitution and 
the fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me ask you once more, sir: Do you feel that if 
you answered these questions truthfully you would ple ice yourself in 
jeopardy or incriminate yourself in any criminal prosecution? 

Mr. Jencks. I am simply declining to answer the particular ques- 
tions that have becn put to me on the grounds of the rights which I 
have as an American citizen under our Constitution and under the 
fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwtyr. Mr. Jencks, if you are asserting or claiming here 
that to answer these questions would tend to incriminate you, if that 
is the basis for your refusal to answer, would you tell us now that that 
is the case? 

Mr. Jencks. I think I'll have to—that is rather long and involved. 

The Cuairman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 
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(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Jencks. It’s quite possible that any answers given before this 
ommittee might be so used. As I understand the questions that have 
been put to me by members of the committee and counsel for the 
committee here, IT am exercising the rights that I understand I am 
guaranteed under our Constitution, which exists as a protection for 
rhe innocent. 

The CnatrmMan. Are you innocent of being a Communist / 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chan under 
the grounds of my constitutional rights and the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. 

The Cramnmin. In other words, you resort to the Constitution on 


the ground of innocence? Lam asking you now: Are you innocent of 
being a Communist 4 
Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the committee ch: ulr- 


man under the same grounds as T have already stated, a s are provided 
under our Constitution and the fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

Phe Cuairman. Do you not realize that by that answer you are 
nterentially declaring yourself to be a Communist ? 

Mr. Jencxs. I decline to answer the question of counsel under the 
grounds that I have already stated, that I believe that to answer them 
would accomplish the same purpose of the Chair’s original question, 
and therefore [ must decline to answer the question of the Chair. 

The Cuairman. If you were not a Communist, the word “no” would 

e the answer, would it not? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair undet 
the grounds that IT have already stated. I believe that 1 have those 
i ehts that are eunranteed to me under our Constitution and exist 
there as a protection to anyone who is called as a witness before this 
or any other committee. 

Phe Cuarmman. The Chair instructs you to answer the last question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the last question of the Chair under 
the grounds of the Constitution and the fifth amendment to our Con- 
stitution, which gives me those rights. 

Mr. Sourwtyr. May I ask one more question / 

The CHatrmMan. Yes, 

Mr. Sot RWINE. Once more, sir, do you fear that your answer to any 
one of these questions you have refused to answer might tend to in- 
criminate you? ‘ 

Mr. Jencks. My answer isthe same. I think that any answer that 
I might give before this committee might be so used by this committee. 

The Ciairman. This committee has no power of incrimination and 
no power of conviction. Do you realize that? This is not a prose- 
cution., 

Mr. Jenks. T am exercising my rights as I understand them under 
our Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that the fullest answer you care to give to the 
question | have repeatedly asked you? 

Mr. Jencns. If you care to repeat your question, I'll consider 
again. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you have any fear that to answer truthfully 
any of the questions you have refused to answer would tend to in- 
eriminate vou! 
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Mr. Jencks. I fear the activities of this committee very much, and 
I believe that I am acting in accordance with my rights when the 
questions that are put to me in the way that they have been—that I 
have the rights to claim the privileges that are provided and guaran- 
teed witnesses such as myself against arbitrary and tyrannical prose- 
cution and persecution, and I have exercised those rights as I under- 
stand them and as I believe is proper and the duty of every American 
to exercise those rights when they are being invaded. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the record show that this 
witness has been given every possible opportunity to claim, if he de- 
sired to claim it, that he felt his answers to these questions which he 
has refused to answer would incriminate him and that he has not 
made that claim. 

The Cuamrman. I want to ask a question. Mr. Jencks, are you a 
member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. I am advising the witness that he may consult me about 
any legal questions he has in mind. 

The Cuamman. He can always consult you. You can advise him, 
but not audibly nor make any statement for the record. 

Mr. Jencks. I would like to ask the reporter to read the question. 

The Cramman. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Wirr. Did you say you wanted the witness to consult with me 
audibly ? 

The CHarrMan. I said “not audibly.” Do you understand the ques- 
tion propounded by the Chair? 

Mr. Jencks. I understand the question, and before I answer the 
question—— 

The Cramman. The question is, Are you a member of the Com 
munist Party? You may answer that “Yes” or “No,” and then ex- 
plain. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair on the 
grounds that the fifth amendment to our Constitution provides that a 
witness cannot be compelled to bear witness against himself, and I 
would like to go on to say that counsel has 

The Cramman. You have laid your ground, and that is the answer. 

Mr. Jencks. Very well. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, may I relate for a moment my legal ad- 
vice ? 

The Cuatrman. You have already given your legal advice. There 
is nothing pending before the witness now. 

Mr. Wirr. There is. 

The CuarrMan. There is not. He has answered the question. 

Mr. Wirt. This consultation with me means nothing if you are not 
permitting him to tell you what he consulted me about and what legal 
advice he got. 

The Cuarrman. There is nothing before him now. Proceed, Mr. 
Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know where the Hotel De Vargas in Sante Fe, 
N. Mex., is located ? 

Mr. JENCKS. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been in the Hotel De Vargas in Santa 
Fe, N. Mex. ? 

Mr. Jencks. I have. 
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Mr. Connors. Did you attend a Communist Party meeting at the 
Hotel De Vargas in Santa Fe, N. Mex., in February 1949 2% 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question on the grounds of the 
Constitution and the fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

The Cuatmrman. The Chair instructs you now to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I likewise decline to answer the question. 

The Cuamman. Very well, you may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Wirt. He did not state his privileges, sir. 

The Cuatrman. He did state his privilege. 

Mr. Wirr. Not when you asked him again. 

The Cuarrman. I beg your pardon, but he did. He claimed his 
privilege under the fifth amendment. I think I hear just as well as 
you do, and maybe a little bit better. 

Mr. Wirt. I withdraw as counsel because I am not being allowed to 
act as this man’s counsel. 

The Crramman. I will be sorry to lose you. Come back whenever 
you feel like it. 

Mr. Wrrr. I will, sir, but you are denying this witness counsel, and I 
am not going to aid oes under those conditions. Senator—— 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Marshal, remove the gentleman from the room. 

(Mr. Witt leaves the hearing room.) 

Mr. Krirke. Mr. Witt was merely referring to the record. 

The CratrmMan, Just a moment. I am conducting this hearing. 
The witness protected himself by the Constitution to which he resorted. 

Mr. Krirke. Senator, he did not. 

The Cuatrman, I beg your pardon, but I think IT know what is in 
the record. 

Mr. Kriexe. Could we settle it by having the record read ¢ 

The CuarmMan. The record will not be read. There is not going to 
be any delay here. This is not the trial of the 14 Communists. 

Mr. Jencks. I was not permitted to finish my answer. 

The CuamrMan. You resorted to the fifth amendment, and you are 
protected. 

Mr. Jencks. You did not permit me to answer the last question. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know John Gates as national chairman of the 
National Veterans Committee of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of counsel under the 
grounds of the Constitution and the fifth amendment that my answer 
might be used to incriminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair under the 
grounds that I have the right and privilege to decline to answer under 
the Constitution and the fifth amendment of that C onstitution, which 
provides that I cannot be compelled to bear winess against myself. 

Mr. Connors. Did you attend a meeting at 3112 West Colfax Street, 
Denver, Colo., on August 20, 1946, with John Gates and other members 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that I 
have already stated, the Constitution of this country and the fifth 
amendment to that Constitution. 

The Cramman. If you did not attend the meeting with John Gates 
you could have answered “No,” could you not # 
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Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 
that it is simply that I have the right and privilege to decline to answer 
that question under the Constitution and the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything about the answer “No” that might 
tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
that I have already stated, my rights and privileges as provided for 
under the Constitution. 

The CHairnMan. Let me get this record straight. Did I understand 
you to say previously that you were counsel for Mr. Witt? 

Mr. Krivke. Yes, sir. I so entered my appearance yesterday. 

The CHarrRMan. So you are counsel for Mr. Witt, and then Mr. Witt 
is counsel for somebody else: is that right? 

Mr. Krieke. That’s correct. I might ask, Senator, that Mr. Jencks 
be advised of his right to have counsel here and to retain additional 
counsel if he wishes orto consult Mr. Witt outside if he wishes. 

The Cuarman. I have nothing to do with what the witness does 
outside. Mr. Witt left here of his own accord. 

Mr. Kripke. I understood you to say that he was in the custody of 
the marshal. 

The CHairman. He was while he was insulting the Chair, yes. If 
Mr. Witt wants to come back, he will be weleome to come back so long 
as he con ducts himself proper ly. 

Mr. Jencks. I would like to request that Mr. Witt be permitted 
to act as counsel for me. 

The CuarrmMan. Very well. He is going to be permitted to come 
back on the grounds that he conducts himself properly. 

Mr. Connors. Now, Mr. Jencks, I put it to you as a fact and ask 
you to affirm or deny the fact that you were present at a meeting of 
the executive committee of the Communist Party of New Mexico held 
at Hot Springs on April 3, 1949. 

Mr. Jencks. I would like to request the Chair that we wait a 
moment until counsel can come in. 

The CHatmrman. Yes, sir. Which counsel do you wish? 

Mr. Jencks. Mr. Witt, if he is able to return. 

The Cuatrman. Here is Mr. Witt now. You may have him as 
your counsel. You may proceed, Mr. Connors 

Mr. Connors. Do you understand the last question, or would you 
like to have the question read ¢ 

The Cramman. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Jencks (confers with counsel.) I decline to answer the ques- 
tion. 

The CHamman. State your ground on which you decline, please. 

Mr. Jencks. My grounds are that I claim the privilege to decline 
to answer under the Constitution of this countr y, and if the committee 
prefers the formulation that my answer might tend to incriminate 
me, then I would like to—I don’t wish to quarrel with the committee 
on the question of formulation. I prefer the way I have been putting 
it, but I would like the record to be straightened on that question, 
that all of my answers that have been given to this committee where 
I have dec lined to answer have been made on that basis, on that con- 
stitutional privilege, and the protection that that constitutional priv- 
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lege and the fifth amendment provides against possible self-inerim 
ination. 

The Cuamman. If the answer was “No” to that question, you would 
not care to invoke that constitutional privilege, would you? 

Mr. Jencks. I desire to invoke the constitutional right and priv 
ileve because it exists there for the protection of the witness against 
being forced to answer such questions. 

The Cuarrman. Did you understand my question / 

Mr. Jencxs. Perhaps you better restate it or have the reportet 
reac it. 

The Crarman. Read it. Mr. Reporter. Read Mr. Connors’ ques 
tion. Then read my question. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuatmrman. Of course, the record will show that he invoked 
the fifth amendment in the interim, and the record is clear on that. 

Mr. Wrrr. Yes; we understand that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jencks (confers with counsel). I decline to answer that ques 
tion of the Chair under the same grounds that I have previously stated 
as contained in the Constitution and the fifth amendment of that 
Constitution. 

The CuatrmMan. Very well. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact. Mr. Jencks, if a truthful answer 
to the last question I asked were “No,” you could not invoke the fifth 
amendment, could you ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. That’s the question turned on the other side, and my 
answer would be the same. that I do claim the rights and privileges 
that I have under the Constitution and the fifth amendment to that 
Constitution, and decline to answer the question. 

The Carman. Just a minute. What is there about any meeting 
that you may have had with anyone in New Mexico that would tend to 
incriminate you, by reason of which vou invoke the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question. I believe that it’s 
the question stated in different words, and I decline to answer it under 
the same grounds that I have already stated as the protection of the 
rights and privileges guaranteed under our Constitution and the fifth 
amendment to that Constitution. 

The CuatrMan. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch 
in New Mexico? ; 

Mr. Jencks. I have a number of times. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Harvey Matusow ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question on the erounds of the 
rights and privileges that are guaranteed to me under our Constitution 
and the fifth amendment to that Constitution, a protection to a witness 
from arbitrary and tyrannical procedures. 

Mr. Connors. Who told you that the fifth amendment was a pro- 
tection against tyrannical and arbitrary procedures? Who told you 
that ? ; 

Mr. Jencks. No one told me that. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you learn it? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I learned it by reading the statement of a very 
high authority in this land--I am not sure whether it was one of the 
top cireuit court of appeals or the Supreme Court itself. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall where you read it ? 
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Mr. Jencks. No; I don’t recall where I first read it. 

Mr. Connors. Has that language been suggested to you in the last 
few days? 

Mr. Jencks. No, I’ve read it 

Mr. Connors. No; has it been suggested to you in the last few days, 
ves or no é 

Mr. Jencks. It’s not been suggested to me in the last few days. I 
think I read it again in the last few days. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you read it in the last few days? 

Mr. Jencks. Oh, I think I saw it on a typewritten sheet in the 
crib back here where I was taken after | was sworn. 

Mr. Connors. Who originated the typewritten sheet ? 

Mr. Jencks. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Matusow, would you step forward, please ? 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF HARVEY MATUSOW 


Mr. Connors. Do you know this man here? 

Mr. Matusow. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Will you identify this man, if you please? 

Mr. Matusow. Clint Jencks. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Jencks, to revert for a moment to this typewrit- 
ten sheet which you alluded to a moment ago, did anyone give you 
that sheet ? 

Mr. Jencks. It was lying on the table back here in what they call 
the crib. 

Mr. Connors. Did anyone give it to you? 

Mr. Jencks. No; it was lying on the table. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know who put it on the table ? 

Mr. Jencks. No; I don’t. I assume that one of the other witnesses 
that had been subpenaed as a witness for this committee must have 
had it there. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know, or have you reason to believe, that the 
typew ritten sheet to which you alluded was prepared by the leader- 
ship of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Jencks. No; I don't. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have reason to believe it was so prepared ? 

Mr. Jencks. No; I don’t know what reason. I just don’t know. 
That’s my answer to your question. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Matusow, did you have a conversation with this 
Mr. Jencks at the San Cristobal Valley ranch 6 

Mr. Marusow. I did. 

Mr. Connors. Will you repeat for the subcommittee the substance 
of that conversation ? 

Mr. Marusow. The substance of the conversation was that Mr. 
Jencks was a Communist Party member and that the union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers would take action in working against 
our efforts in the Korean war by attempting to stop copper produe- 
tion through a strike. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny that conversation, Mr. Jencks? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer your question under the grounds 
of the Constitution and the fifth amendment to it that provides me 
that right to decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Connors. You do not deny the conversation, do you? 
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Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. Say on what grounds. 

Mr. Jencks. On the grounds that my answer to it might possibly be 
used to incriminate me. 

The Crairman. Did vou ever see Mr. Matusow before ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question under the grounds of 
the Constitution and the fifth amendment of that Constitution. 

The CuarmMan. Do you deny that he was at the ranch ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question under the erounds of 
the Constitution and the fifth amendment to the Constitution which 
provides that protection against self-incrimination. 

The Ciarmman. Do you deny that he had a conversation with you / 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question from the Chair on the 
grounds that I have already stated, the fifth amendment to the Const: 
tution, which provides against self-incrimination. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer those questions 

Mr. Jencxs. I decline to answer the question of the Chair unde: 
the rights and privileges guaranteed to me under our Constitution and 
the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 

The Cuarmman. In other words, you refuse to follow the instruc 
tions of the Chair ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair unde 
the grounds of the Constitution and the fifth amendment, which pro- 
vides for protection against self iIncrimination. 

The Crramman. I did not ask you a question. I instructed you. 

Mr. Jencks. And I decline to answer the question under the grounds 
of the Constitution and the protection provided in the fifth amend 
ment to the Constitution against self-incrimination. 

The Cuairman. How many times have you met or talked with Mr 
Matusow, who is standing at the end of the table 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair unde 
the grounds of the fifth amendment of the Constitution and the rights 
that it provides for protection of a witness against bearing witness 





against himself, 

The Caiman. If you had never met Mr. Matusow at the ranch, 
the answer “No” would have saved you from taking all of these pre 
cautions: would it not 4 

Mr. Jencks. L decliné to answer the question of the Chair of the 
committee under the grounds that I have already stated and can state 
again, that any answer that I might possibly give to this committee 
could be used by this committee, and I claim the privilege as provided 
under the Constitution and the fifth amendment against bearing wit 
Ness agr uns t myself. 

The Cuarman. All right, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware that the armed services of America 
are committed to armed conflict in Korea ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. Yes; I'm aware of that. 

Mr. Connors. Do you realize the full import of the testimony just 
given by Mr. Matusow that you said to him that the Communist Party 
was trying through the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers to deprive those Armed Forces of copper needed in 
the conflict in Korea ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. May I address the Chair for a moment with respect to 
that question ¢ 
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The CuairMAn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. Outside of the hearing of the witness / 

The CuarkMan. You may consult with the witness. That is your 
function. 

(Mr. Witt confers with Mr. Jencks. ) 

Mr. Connors. Just a moment, Mr. Witt. 

Did you hear the last question I propounded, Mr. Matusow ¢ 

Mr. Matusow. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Is that in fact the substance of the testimony you 
have given here this morning / 

Mr. Marusow. It is. 

The CuatrMan. Now read the question again to this witness, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

The Cuamman. The question is: Do you know the full —_ 
do you realize the full import? That may be answered “Yes” or “No,” 
and then you may explain. 

(Mr. Matusow leaves witness stand.) 

Mr. Jencks (confers with counsel). I think I realize the import 
of the question. 

The CuammMan. That is not the question, Mr. Jencks. The question 
is: Do you realize the import of the testimony given by Mr. Matusow / 
Do you realize the import of the testimony given by Mr. Matusow 
against vou 4 

“Mr. Wrrr. On the question, sir, I think it leaves it ambiguous. You 
are still talking about the same question 4 

The CuairMan, Certainly. 

Mr. Jencks. I think I realize the import of the question. 

The CuarrMan. I am not as a you that. Do you realize the 
import of the testimony given by “Mr. Matusow with reference to 
you? That is the question. You can answer it “Yes” or “No,” and 
then explain. It is very simple. 

Mr. Jencks. Yes; and I gone like to explain that the policy of 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers has and always will be deter- 
mined by the members themselves and by nobody else but the members 
themselves. 

The CHairman. Are you trying to lay an accusation against the 
membership that they would be instrumental in depri iving the Armed 
Forces of copper? Is that the object of your answer! 

Mr. Jencks. The members of this union determine their policies 
on the basis of what they feel they need as American citizens, as 

American workers, and they decide their own policies, democratically 
voted, discussed. 

The CnarrMan. All right; you do not care to answer the question. 
Is that it? 

Mr. Jencks. Well, I thought I answered the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question, sir, was whether you are now attempt 
ing to lay a charge against the membership of the Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers Union to the effect that. the »y are seeking to deprive 
our Armed Forces in Korea of needed materials. 

Mr. Jencks. Well, of course, I’m not attempting to make any such 
charge against the membership because it’s ridiculous. 

The Carman. All right, proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Now, as an international representative of the In- 
ternational Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers, do you take 
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instructions with respect to your conduct from the members them- 
selves ? 

Mr. Jencks. Of course I do. 

Mr. Connors. Do you tuke the same sort of instructions from any 
person known to you to be a member of the Communist Party‘ 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Connors. If you could answer that question—— 

Mr. Jencxs. On the grounds of the Constitution and the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution, I decline to answer the question, and 
the fifth amendment to our Constitution which provides me the privi- 
lege against self-incrimination. 

The Cuamman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that I 
have just stated wherein the fifth amendment to our Constitution 
provides that you cannot compel a witness to bear witness against 
himself. 

Mr. Connors. As to all of the instructions you do take, do you 
take all of those instructions with respect to your conduct as an in- 
ternational representative of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers from the membership itself? 

Mr. Jencks. Of course I do, through its officers and elected executive 
board members. Of course I take my instructions from the member- 
ship of my union. 

Mr. Connors. Do you take all of those instructions from the rank- 
and-file membership of the union 4 

Mr. Jencks. Of course I do. 

Mr. Connors. Do you take some of them from the officers of the 
union ¢ 

Mr. Jencks. The oflicers are elected by the rank-and-file member- 
ship of this union in referendum and are charged with the duty of car- 
rying on the work of this union between conventions and lay down 
polici ies. They lay down policies and they tell the officers what the V 
are supposed to do, and the officers do that, and I attempt to carry out 
the policies laid down by the membership as best as I am able to. 

Mr. Connors. Please answer the question. Do you take instruc- 
tions from the officers of this union ? 

Mr. Jencxs. Yes; of course I do. In the course of my work from 
day to day I seek advice and counsel, and they give that to me. Of 
course, that’s their responsibility. 

Mr. Connors. Now, do you take instructions from officers of this 
union who are known to you to be members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Jencks. I have already declined to answer that question, and 
I do so decline under the rights and privileges guaranteed to me under 
the Constitution of this country and the fifth amendment of that Con- 
stitution, which prov ides that a witness may so decline on the grounds 
that any answer given might possibly tend to incriminate him, and 

‘annot be forced to. 

The Cuairman. Is that the reason you are declining to answer; that 
it might tend to incriminate you ? 


Mr. Jencks. Yes, under the rights and privileges that I have under 


our Constitution and the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer under the grounds as I have already 
stated, as provided for in our Constitution and in the fifth amendment 
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where it says that a witness cannot be compelled to bear witness 
—— himself. 

Mr. Connors. Then you do not take all of the instructions on which 
you act as an international representative of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Wor kers from the non-Communist rank 
and-file members of that union: do you? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question. It’s the same ques- 
tion turned on its face. I decline to answer that question on the 
grounds of my rights and privileges under our Constitution and the 
fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

The Cnamman. The Chair instructs you to answer 

The Witness. I decline to answer that question on the erounds of 
my constitutional rights as they are provided for in our Constitution 
and the fifth amendment of the Constitution, protecting one against 
self-incrimination. 

Mr. Connors. Are you elected as an officer of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to protect and to advance 
the interests of the rank-and-file members of that union / 

Mr. JENCKS. Well, of course. 

Mr. Connors. Are you elected as an international representative of 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to ad- 
vance and further the interests of the Communist Party of the United 
States of America ? 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer that question under my rights and 
privileges as they are provided for in the Constitution of this country 
and under the fifth amendment to that Constitution. 

The Cuairman. The Chair instructs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Jencks (confers with counsel). I would just 
tion of the Chair, if IT may. My question is whether the Chair will 
consider, when I answer you “on the same crounds as I have alre dy 
stated,” that that will be sufficient, or whether the Chair would prefer 
me to state the full erounds as I have been stating them right alone. 

The Carman. You may answer as you see fit. The Chair is not 
going to tell you how to answer. To be frank with you, you are not 
invoking the provisions of the fifth amendment, but your counsel is 
advising you, and Lam not going to advise you. 

Mr. Wirr. I just want to advise the witness that he is taking his 
legal advice from his counsel. 

The CiarrMan. Certainly he is. 

Mr. Wrrr. Let there be no doubt about that in the mind of the 
witness. 

Mr. Connors. Do you as a matter of fact take instructions from 
persons known to you to be members of the Communist Party of the 
United States of America with respect to the way you conduct your- 
self as an international representative of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Jencks (confers with counsel). May T have the question read? 

The CuarrmMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question. As I understand 
the question, it is simply putting in different form the question that 
I have answered a dozen times or so. 

The CuarrMan. State your reasons for declining. 
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Mr. Jencks. I decline te answer the question under the privileges 
of the Constitution and the fifth amendment to that Constitution, 
which provides that a witness cannot be compelled to bear witness 
against himself and provides against self-inerimination. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair instructs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Jencks. I decline to answer the question of the Chair on the 
grounds that I have stated of the constitutional privileges that belong 
to me and are accorded to me under the Constitution and the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution providing against bearing witness 
against myself, 

The CHairnman. That is all, sir. We will stand at recess until half 
past 2 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., a recess was taken until 2:30 p. m. of 
the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHatrrman. The committee will come to order. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF JOHN CLARK, INTERNATIONAL PRESI- 
DENT, INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER 
WORKERS, ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT 
LAW, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Clark, when you were on the stand previously 
you offered for the record of the committee a document, three mimeo- 
graphed pages, entitled “Statement by John Clark, International 
President, International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, 

jefore the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, U nited States Senate, Salt Lake City, Utah, Tuesday, October 
7, 1952," a copy of which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. Cirark. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you offer that as part of your testimony / 

Mr. Ciark, That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does that statement include any material which is 
not to your knowledge true 4 

Mr. Ciarkx. Everything that is in there, to my knowledge, is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. And where this statement purports to represent 
your views, it does in fact represent your views / 

Mr. Ctark, That is quite correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware that the last three paragraphs on 
the title page of the statement have to do with your reasons ‘for refus- 
ing to testify before this committee to certain questions which were 
asked ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. And do those three paragraphs correctly represent 
your reasons and the basis for your refusal ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. They do; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I suggest it be admitted to the record. 

The Cramman. Under oath, Mr. Clark, do you swear to the state- 
ments made in this statement ? 

Mr. Ciark. I have already taken my oath. 

The Cuarrman. And you swear to each and all of the statements 
contained in this statement / 


Mr. Cuark. I do; yes. 
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The CuarrMan. It will be inserted in the record at this point. 
(The statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY JOHN CLARK, INTERNATIONAL PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL UNION 
OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS 


I want to say, first of all, that I believe with all my heart in everything said 
this morning by Brother Travis when he presented his prepared statement to 
this committee. Brother Travis was not speaking for himself alone; he spoke 
for me, too, and for every one of the more than 100,000 members of our union. 

As the president of our international union——an office which I hold with great 
pride—I feel that there are a few very brief comments which I should make to 
this committee. 

The first concerns the manner in which our union works. It is easily the 
most democratic union on the North American Continent. Our annual conven- 
tion, in which only elected rank-and-file delegates from local unions can vote, is the 
highest policy-making body in the union. I have had the honor and the privilege 
to preside over several of our unions conventions, and let me say that they are 
models of democratic procedure. 

Anyone who has something to say in a Mine-Mill convention—and this holds 
true for any Mine-Mill conference or meeting—has his full opportunity to speak 
his mind. Nobody is booed ; nobody is cut short. Every issue that comes before 
the convention is voted on by the full delegation to the convention. The majority 
decision of the convention then becomes the policy of the union 

One of the key features of our constitution—and this is as old as the union 
itself—is the guaranty against discrimination on grounds of race, color, creed, 
or political belief. In our union we never make judgments about a man on the 
basis of his skin color, the church he attends, his national origin, his political 
cpinions. Such quéstions are never even raised. Our members judge each other 
on the single basis of devotion to the cause of Winning new gains for the union 
and its members, and protecting the gains we have already won. 

There is no “test” of orthodoxy for membership in Mine-Mill We certainly 
do not tolerate any “political tests” such as certain Members of Congress would 
like to impose on American trade-unions. And when we have an election of 
local or international union officers, the members vote on the simple basis of who 
they think is the best man for the job. They decide for themselves which of 
the candidates will do the best job of carrying out the policies and program of 
the union, which ones will fight most militantly for the day-by-day needs of the 
membership. 

Our union officers are elected by secret referendum vote of the entire member- 
ship. The ballots are counted and verified by a committee to which only rank- 
and-file members can be elected, with a notary public present during the count 
who attests to its correctness. All major decisions, including strike action, are 
reached by secret referendum vote of the entire membership. Long before the 
Taft-Hartley Act was passed, our union had a constitutional provision requiring 
presentation of a full report on the union’s finances to the entire membership 
at least once a year. In the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union every man 
mikes up his mind in his own way; every man has a right to express any opinion 
he likes on any subject, without fear of reprisal. The democracy guaranteed 
by our union’s constitution embodies the highest principles of the first amend- 
ment of the United States Constitution—freedom of speech and press, freedom 
of religion, freedom to petition for redress of grievances. 

The second comment I want to make concerns the strike issue. In the entire 
history of this union, there have been only two national strikes shutting down 
the whole industry. The first was in 1946 when we struck for a long-overdue post 
war wage increase, along with millions of other workers in steel, auto, rubber, oil, 
textile, and other industries. The second of these was a 10-day strike called in 
August 1951. In case this committee is not familiar with the record of the 1951 
copper strike, I would like to call its attention to the simple fact that the strike 
was called to uphold a settlement which had been proposed and recommended 
by the United States Government, speaking through Mr. Cyrus Ching, Director of 
the Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service. When a Taft-Hartley injunc- 
tion was invoked against our union, our membership returned to work promptly, 
of course. We are a strong union aud, therefore, a responsible, stable union. 

Fortune magazine, which speaks only for the biggest corporation executives, 
admitted that, while there was “overwhelming temptation” to “see ideology” 
in the 1951 strike, nevertheless ‘the walk-out was not political.” The New York 
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Herald-Tribune, surely a conservative paper, commented editorially that our 
union is made up of “a loyal body of workers which would not accept orders for 
a political stoppage.” 

Finally, I understand that some of the witnesses who are scheduled to come 
before this committee as “friendly witnesses” are members of the CIO. I think 
this committee should know the attitude of our membership toward the attempts 
which have been made by CIO and some of its affiliated unions to destroy our 
union in recent years. 

Our union has been the target of continual raiding attacks by the Congress 
of Industrial Organizations and its affiliated unions ever sice 1946. These raids 
have taken many forms, but there has never been any doubt about their ultimate 
aim—to destroy Mine-Mill. In view of this record, Senator MeCarran and Sena 
tor Watkins, I'm sure you will understand it if TI point out that our members 
look upon the “friendly witnesses” before your committee as their enemies, as 
agents of the non-ferrous-metal companies. I’m sure you will also understand 
that our members look upon them as renegades, as traitors to the cause of legiti- 
mate trade-unionism in America. 

During the course of the long campaign by CIO and its affiliated unions to 
destroy our union, we were expelled from CIO, I am sure that the “investigators” 
for your committee are familiar with the so-called report that was issued by 
CIO in connection with those expulsion proceedings. In fact, the Humphrey 
subcommittee of the Senate Labor and Education Committee saw fit to give its 
blessing to the CIO’s report by having it printed as a congressional document. 
Not printed in that record, however, was the brief and rebuttal which our union 
presented in those proceedings. For the information of this committee, I would 
like to present our brief and rebuttal of our union with the request that they 
be made a part of the record of this hearing. 

Not long ago Justice Robert H. Jackson of the United States Supreme Court 
remarked: “If there is one fixed star in our constitutional constellation, it is 
that no official, high or petty, can prescribe what shall be orthodox in politics, 
nationalities, religion, or other matters of opinion.” Sirs, I submit that this is 
and always has been the fixed star in the constitutional constellation of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. On that I take my 
stand. 

Mr. Chairman, my life has always been an open book, especially my life as a 
union member and leader. As an official of my local union and later as presi 
dent of the International Union of Mine. Mill, and Smelter Workers, I have 
always reported my views and activities to the membership. I have always 
told them what I stand for and what policies I think will best serve their 
interests. So, nothing about me is secret, and I have always been ready to 
discuss legitimate subjects and to answer legitimate questions. I could answer 
any questions this committee might put to me, and I have answered such ques 
tions under other circumstances. 

However, I have been advised by counsel that if I answer questions about my 
political beliefs and my political affiliations, or lack of political affiliations, 
I would then have no legal right or privilege not to answer questions about what 
I know or don’t know about the political beliefs or affiliations of my fellow 
officers, of the officers and members of our local unions, of any of my friends, 
or of anyone else. 

The first principle I learned as a young trade-unionist is that the most con- 
temptible creature in the world is the stool pigeon, the person who betrays those 
who have labored to improve conditions of their fellow men and who does so 
by trying to place evil connotations on the good works of those he betrays. No 
decent union mn would think of doing or saying anything which seems to play 
the game of stool pigeon. 

I therefore have no alternative even as an innocent man except to seek the 
protection which the fifth amendment affords to all witnesses. 

My counsel has also made me conscious of the legal dangers which confront 
even innocent men in America today. By virtue of the Smith Act and the court 
decisions under it, and by virtue of the atmosphere created by committees like 
yours, the most innocent of men may find himself enmeshed in a prosecution. 
This is particularly true of union leaders like myself who hold firm to policies 
which they believe will best serve the interests of their members. The fifth 
amendment gives me the right not to furnish against myself even innocent links 
in a chain of evidence which may lead to my victimization in this way. This 
is what the fifth amendment is for, and this is why I, as a loyal American and 
as an innocent man, am entitled to its protection. 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 183 


Mr. Connors. With respect to the statement, Mr. Clark, you quote 
Justice Robert H. Jackson of the United States Supreme Court as 
follows: 

If there is one fixed star in our constitutional constellation, it is that no official 
high or petty, can prescribe what shall be orthodox in politics, nationalities, 
religion, or other matters of opinion. 

Do you recall that quotation ? 

Mr. Criark. I recall that quotation. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know the nature of the case in which that 
decision was written ? 

Mr. Ciark. No: I just read that from a pamphlet or a brief that 
was put out on that particular case, but I thought it was a good 
statement, and I preserved that statement. 

Mr. Connors. What is the purpose of putting it in this present 
statement ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. Because T thought it fitted the occasion of my state- 
ment being presented to this committee. 

Mr. Connors. Without knowing the circumstances in which that 
sentiment was expressed, you thought it would fit here? 

Mr. Crark. I thought it would; that’s correct ? 

Mr. Connors. You know Maurice Travis; do you not ? 

Mr. Ciark. I know him as my union officer, one of my union officers; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
Maurice Travis? 

Mr. CrarK. I cannot answer that question under the rights given 
me under the Constitution of this country that I do not have to in- 
criminate myself in any statement that I make. 

The Cuatrrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Crank. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds. 

The CHairmMan. Let me again admonish the audience in the rear of 
the room. This room is very difficult to hear in. Any slight noise 
back there makes it almost impossible to hear up here. 1 am going to 
ask you kindly be as quiet as possible. It is unfortunate that you have 
to stand, but that is the best we can do. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Clinton Jencks? 

Mr. Crark. I know Clinton Jencks as a union associate; yes. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge is Clinton Jencks a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Crark. I refuse to answer that question under the same grounds 
as stated before. 

The CuatrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Cuarx. I refuse to answer under the same grounds, Mr. Chair- 
man. p 

Mr. Connors. Do you know Albert Chester Skinner? 

Mr. Crark. I know Albert Chester Skinner, an associate member of 
this union. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of vour knowledge is Albert Chester 
Skinner a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Crark. I also refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as already stated. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 
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Mr. Cuark. The witness refuses to answer, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ciark. On the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwrne. When you say “on the same grounds,” do you mean 
on the same grounds as listed in your statement in the paragraphs I 
referred to? 

Mr. Ciark. That is correct, which gives me the right under the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Sourwine. I think it might save time if we had a stipulation 
here that whenever the witness says he refuses to answer on the 
grounds given it means that he refuses to answer on the grounds set 
forth in the statement which has now been made a part of the record. 

Mr. Wirr. Yes; we would like to so stipulate. 

The Cuarmman. Very well. 

Mr. Wirt. Then may the witness be advised that he doesn’t have 
to repeat his grounds. If he refers to the same grounds, it will be 
understood that he is referring to the grounds in that st: itement, 

The CHarMan. Very well. 

Mr. Connors. How many members are there on the executive board 
of your union, Mr. Clark? 

Mr, CLARK. There are eight executive board members. 

Mr. Connors. Eight? 

Mr. Crark. Eight board members and then there is the president, 
two vice presidents, and the secretary-treasurer. 

Mr. Connors. Who are the eight executive board members ? 

Mr. Ciark. There is Mr. Mason, Mr. Powers—— 

Mr. Wirr. He may as well give the district at the same time. 

Mr. Ciark. Mr. Mason, of district No. 2, Mr. Powers, of district No. 
eee 

Mr. Connors. Is that Bill Mason and Chase Powers? 

Mr. Crark. William Mason and Chase Powers. And Mr. Nels 
Thibaud, of district No. 9 in Canada; Mr. Al Pezzati, district No. 6; 
Mr. Chester Smothermon, of district No. 2; Mr. Raymond Dennis, of 
district No. 3; and Alton Lawrence, of District No. 5. That is all. 

Mr. Connors. I only count seven: Mason, Powers, Thibaud, Pezzati, 
Smothermon, Dennis, and Lawrence. You said there were eight, and 
then you named seven. If the name occurs to you later, will you give 
it to me? 

Mr. Criark. I will. 

Mr. Connors. Is it your understanding that a post is vacant? 

Mr. Cuark. That’s correct; one is vacant. I h: ad forgotten it. 

Mr. Connors. With respect to these seven individuals whom you 
have just n: imed, to the best of your knowledge is there any one of 
them who is not a member of the Communist Party? 4 

Mr. Ciark. Again I must take refuge under the fifth amendment as 
given me as a citizen to refuse to answer that question. 
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The CHatrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Cuark. The witness refuses, Mr. Chairman, to answer that ques- 
tion on the same grounds as I specified. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Clark, have you filed with the National Labor 
Relations Board an affidavit of a non-Communist union officer at any 
time ? 

Mr. Crark. LT also take my privilege under the fifth amendment not 
to answer that question on the same grounds as given pre ‘viously. 

Mr. Connors. I hand you a photost: itic copy of NLRB Form 1081, 
which is entitled “Affidavit of Non-Communist Union Officers,” exe- 
cuted by John Clark, 4118 Washington Boulevard, Chicago, IIl., 
notarized July 22, 1949, and I ask you if that is a photostatic copy of 
an affidavit you have filed with the NLRB? 

Mr. Ciark. I claim the same privilege that I have been doing under 
the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrMan. The Chair directs you to answer 

Mr. Ciark. The witness refuses to answer under the same privi- 
leges as have been stated. 

The CuarrMan. The document may be admitted in evidence. 

(The document referred to was marked and filed for the record. ) 

Mr. Connors. I hand you another photost: itic copy of the same for m 
number, also entitled “Affidavit of Non-Communist Union Officer, 
signed by John Clark, 3403 South Lincoln, Englewood, Colo., nota- 
rized December 17, 1951. I ask you if that is a photostatic copy of a 
document you have executed. 

Mr. Cuark. I seek refuge under the same privilege of the fifth 
amendment on the same basis that I have already stated. 

The CuarrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. CrarKk. The witness refuses to answer, Mr. Chairman, under 
the same basis. 

Mr. Connors. Where do you live now, Mr. Clark ? 

Mr. Crark. 3403 South Lincoln, Englewood, Colo. 

Mr. Connors. Is there any other person named John Clark living 
at 3403 South Lincoln, Englewood, Colo. ? 

Mr. Cuiark. There is not that I know of. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Clark, do you know your own signature when 
you see it? 

Mr. Cuark. Certainly. 

Mr. Sourwine. I show you a document. I point to a signature. Is 
that your signature or a facsimile thereof ? 

Mr. Crark. The witness still refuses to answer any questions re- 
garding that application on the same basis that I have ‘already stated. 
The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Criark. The witness again refuses to answer, Mr. Chairman, 
on the same basis. 

The CuatrMan. The document may be admitted in evidence. 

(The document referred to was marked and filed for the record.) 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, for the record, the witness said that 
he declined to answer statements with regard to, quoting his words, 
“that application.” What application are you referring to, sir! 

Mr. Ciarx. Would you repeat that question / 

Mr. Sourwrne. You used the words “that application” and said you 
decline to answer any questions about that application. What appli- 
cation are you referring to? 

Mr. Cuark. The one that I just presented to you. I didn’t present 
any application to you, sir. I take that word back. It was a misstate 
ment, an oral mistake, and I meant that affidavit. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you identifying the document I showed you as 
an aflidavit 4 

Mr. Cuark. That is what it said on the top of the document. 

Mr. Sourwine. What else did it say? 

Mr. Cuarx. I have already stated my reason for not answering 
that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You decline to state further what it said in that 
document 4 

Mr. Ciark. I do, yes; for the same reasons. 

The CuarrMan. Let the record show that the instrument shown to 
the witness reads as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 


The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. lama responsible officer of the union named below. 

2. Lam not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated with such party 
8. I do not believe in, and I am not a member of nor do I support any organi 
zation that believes in or teaches the overthrow of the United States Government 
by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods. 


INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS. 


Signature: JOHN CLARK, 
Residence : 3403 South Lincoln, Englewood, Colo. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of December 1951. A notary 
public or other person authorized by law to administer oaths and take acknowl- 
edgments in and for the county of Denver, State of Colorado. My commission 
expires March 28, 1955 

(Signed) FruuHsIA L. MitcHEett. 


Warning.—The attention of persons filing this form with the Board is directed 
to United States Code, title 18, section 1001 (formerly sec. 80), which provides 
that any person willfully making or causing to be made any false or fraudulent 
statements or representations in any matter within the jurisdiction of the Board 
shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both. 


(The documents are as follows:) 
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Form NLRB-1081 > 
ry ; UNITED STATES OF AMFR:CA 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 


AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 


(See inshwetions 0+ reverse’ 


The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
1. 1 am a responsible officer of the anion named below. 
2. Iam not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated with such party. 
3. I do not believe in, and I am not a member of nor do | support any organization that believes in or 


teaches, the overthrow of the United States Government by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional 
methods 


International Union of Mine, Mill & Smelter Workers 


(Pad name of union, inctuding local mame oad numbed 


< 
. (Ful! name of national or internaiione! unten of wb ch it ta an amriinad ie wa 
‘ / 


or a> ae Z ‘ 
‘ SY F 
Signature nf O01! alas 


ReidehIKO. <o-lomcelmn, 


(Muster sad strent) 






Cry Cccoed  Codericte 


“(City nnd Beate} 


{The natory public o¢ other perton evthorized by low te odmnincter oaths mutt fill +n compietety of blank spoces below } 


> Kk f = 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this .“« day of let Semcetoe sinensis. A Sy 


A notary public or other person authorized by law to administer oaths and take acknowledgmente in and 
for the county of . « £ tye 4 , State of ‘a beat, 
My commission expites My Commission expites March 23, 1953 

oe ess 

4 
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WARNING.—The attention of persons fillag this form with the Board {s directed to U. 8, Code, Title 18, Bec, 1001 (formerty 
Bea. 86), which provides that any person willfujly making or causing to be made any false or frewiulent ace Se te: oe 
seuhatienn ip any matter within the juriadiction of the Board shail be fined not more than $16,000 oF imprisoned not mote than 

years, or bath. 
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You may proceed, Mr. Connors 

Mr. Connors. Did you say in Chicago in May 1949 that 80 percent 
of the national officers of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers were Communists ¢ 

Mr. CiarK. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny making that statement ? 

Mr. Wirr. May the witness be permitted to finish? He hasn't re- 
ferred to the grounds. 

Mr. Crark. I was going to say, under the same ground as I was 
taking heretofore in this hearing. 

The Cuatran. It is under the grounds set out in the stipulation ? 
It is under the grounds laid out in the statement that he filed ? 

Mr. Wirr. But I want to be sure the witness understands. I thought 
the situation was that he would use the phrase “on the same grounds.” 
If you don’t want that, we would like to understand it. 

The CHarrMan. It is immaterial to the Chair how you frame your 
stipulation. 

Mr. Wirr. May it then be understood when the witness says he 
refuses it will be understood on the grounds stated and set forth in 
that statement ? 

The CHarrman. That is all right. If that is agreed to that is satis- 
factory. 

Mr. Wirr. May I advise the witness then? Jack, all you need say 
now when you want to claim your privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment is, “I refuse to answer,” and the record shows that means on the 
grounds given in your statement. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny making the statement which I alluded 
toa moment ago? 

The CuairMan. Read it again. 

Mr. Connors. I read it again: That in Chicago in May 1949 you 
said that 80 percent of the international officers of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were Communists. 

Mr. Cuark. I decline to answer that statement. 

The Carman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Cuark. The witness refuses to answer the question, too, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuHatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever address a letter, or a notice, or publica- 
tion of any kind to the rank-and-file members of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers and say to that membership 
that 80 percent of the national officers of the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers were Communists? 

Mr. CiarK. I again refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuarmman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ciark. The witness refuses, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Do you think it incumbent upon you as president of 
this union to notify the rank-and-file membership that in your opinion, 
if it was your opinion, that 80 percent of the national officers of the 
union were Communists? 

Mr. CriarKx. I again refuse to answer the question. 
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The Cnatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse to answer, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Do you refuse to say then that you consider it to be 
your duty to advise the rank-and-file membership of your union that 
you have knowledge concerning Communist Party members within 
the national officers of that union ? 

Mr. CiarK. I decline to answer that question again, Mr. Counsel. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Crark. The witness refuses, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, might I inquire briefly at that point ? 

The CHatrmMan. Yes, si 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. ( ‘lark, as an officer in the union in the position 
which you hold, you do have certain obligations to the union, do you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you feel that included among those obliga- 
tions was an obligation to warn the union of an impending danger to 
the union if you knew about it ? 

Mr. Ciarkx (confers with counsel). I would certainly deem it my 
duty, of course, to warn them of any danger confronting them. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Would you deem it your duty to warn the union of 
any situation which threatened the integrity of the union? 

Mr. Cuark. Certainly would. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Clark, the subcommittee would be interested in 
any statement from you as to how a Jabor union can function for the 
welfare of its rank-and-file members when 80 percent more or less of 
the officers of that union are members of the Communist Party. Do 
you care to make such a statement ? 

Mr. Crark. I refuse to answer that because it brings in the same 
point of the question prior to that, and I again refuse to answer that 
question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Clark, do you feel that from the standpoint of 
controlling the operations of the union of which you are president, 
Mr. Travis has more power than you have? 

Mr. Cuark (confers with counsel). I’d like to answer that in this 
way: That there is no one man among the officers of this organiza- 
tion or even among its membership who has more power than any 
other officer. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever disagreed with Maurice Travis with 
respect to union policies ? 

Mr. CLrark. Oh, many occasions; yes. 

Mr. Connors. Has it ever been an occasion in which after disagree- 
ment with Mr. Maurice Travis he continued to support your position 
to the detriment of his with respect to union policy ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. Yes; I would say that he has on oceasion. Id like to 
again explain my answer on that: That when the majority decides 
that this shall be the policy of the international union, then the mi- 
nority generally goes along with the majority and if that is policy they 
all follow that policy. 

Mr. Connors. In your opening address as president of the union 
at Chicago during the week of September 12, did you make a state- 
ment that vour union supported affiliation with the World Federation 
of Trade Unions? This was in 1949. 
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Mr. Crark (confers with counsel). If that is in the union record, 
convention records, undoubtedl|y that statement was made, but that 
was part of the international policy as a whole, policy run by the 
members of the international union. 

Mr. Connors. Did you attend a meeting at the Hotel New Yorker 
on October 11, 1951, with Orville Larson and Maurice ‘Travis ¢ 

Mr. Ciark (confers with counsel). Yes; 1 did attend that meet- 
Ing. 

Mr. Wirr. If you are not sure, remember, you can have the question 
read back, 

The CHarmMan. What is your answer / 

Mr. Crark. I attended that meeting; yes. 

Mr. Wrrr. He said he wasn't sure of the date. 

The CuairMan. His answer is that he did attend the meeting. 

Mr. Connors. Did your membership send you to that meeting? 

Mr. Crark. The membership of my international union on several 
occasions have said that we should do all possible to create labor unity. 

The CHatrmMan. The question is: Did your union send you to that 
meeting ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. Mr. Chairman, I was just getting back to the meat of 
that question. 

The Cuairnman. Will you kindly answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Cuark. In other words, Mr. Chairman, | am not allowed to 
elaborate or explain why I was sent 4 

The Cramman. You are allowed to elaborate, but you must first 
ahswer the question. 

Mr. Cirark. The international union sent me. 

Mr. Wrrr. Can he now elaborate / 

The Cuairman. He can explain. 

Mr. Ciark. For further explanation, as I have said, my interna 
tional union believes wholeheartedly in labor unity and one of the 
requests of the membership is that we should meet with any possible 
labor group in order to formulate that unity and to discuss labor prob- 
lems in general which affect all of the labor movements, and par- 
ticularly certain organizations which at that time, and do now, not 
have any affiliation with the general bodies of organized labor in this 
country. 

Mr. Connors. There are between ninety and a hundred thousand 
members of the International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Work 
ers: is that correct 4 

Mr. Ciark. That is near correct. 

Mr. Connors. Estimate, if you will, how many of those ninety or 
a hundred thousand members of that union knew prior to the time 
you left Salt Lake City that you were going to attend that meeting 
at the Hotel New Yorker on October 11, 1951. 

Mr. Wirr. He didn’t say he left Salt Lake City. You can ask him 
that. 

Mr. Connors. I have asked the question, Mr. Witt. 

Mr. Cuark. I would like to say this: That this was the understand- 
ing of the international officers, taken from expressions of the member- 
ship, that we should go to that meeting between conventions, upon the 
power we have to contact our membership who are represented by duly 
elected delegates to conventions. That is the reason we feel that we 
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have the backing and we have the agreement of the membership to 
attend these meetings. 

As a matter of fact, I would like to state that resolutions have been 
presented on numerous occasions to the convention which comes from 
local unions without any sponsorship from officers, have come into the 
conventions on that particular subject matter. 

Mr. Connors. Now answer the question: Estimate if you will how 
many members of your union knew that you were going to attend this 
meeting to which I referred a moment ago. 

Mr. Cxiark. I could not make any possible estimate of that. 

Mr. Connors. Do you think that before you left to attend that 
meeting as many as 150 of the rank-and-file members knew that you 
were going to attend that meeeting / 

Mr. Cuark. I don’t think it would matter a great deal—— 

The Cramman. That is not the question. We are not going to 
argue here. The question is: Do you think 

Mr. Crark. I told you before I don’t think and I don’t care to even 
admit any estimation as to that because, as I have said-—— 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know for sure 

Mr. Wirr. Would the witness be permitted to finish his answer? 

Mr. Cuiark. I have said this meeting for labor unity has the whole- 
hearted support of every organization in our international union. 

The Cuainman. You stated a moment ago that you did not care 
to answer that question. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Cuark. I didn’t care to make that estimate because I wouldn’t 
know how to make that estimate. 

The Cuamman. You would not want to make any estimate ? 

Mr. Ciark. Certainly not, because I wouldn’t know what estimate 
to make on that. 

Mr. Sourwinxe. Do you know of your own knowledge that as many 
as 20 of the rank-and-file members of your union knew or had reason- 
able notice of your intention to attend that meeting before you went 
to it/ 

Mr. Ciark. No, 1 don’t say that because I say this: That between 
conventions we are given that power to act on those occasions and we 
are expected to do that from the rank and file. Iam basing that again 
on the basis that we are working for labor unity and the rank and file 
expects us to work for labor unity. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Clark, a moment ago we were discussing your 
duties as an official of the union, and I believe you stated that you 
felt it would be one of your duties to advise the union membership if 
you knew of a situation which threatened the integrity of the union; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. If it came to your knowledge, sir, that an oflicer 
of your union was in fact not primarily loyal to labor, but was in the 
pay of an employer of labor and reporting back to him on union 
activities, would you feel it your duty to report that situation to the 
membership of the union / 

Mr. Crarx. I wish you would go over that question again. 

Mr. Ciark. Read the question, ‘Mr. Reporter. 

(‘The record was then read by the reporter.) 
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Mr. Crark. Certainly I would feel it my duty to report back. Asa 
matter of fact, I wouldn’t want to state to the committee here the 
name I would like to give to that man; that’s all. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Clark, if it came to your notice that an official 
of your union was in fact not primarily loyal to Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers Union, but was in the pay of the CIO and was re- 
porting back to the CIO union on Mine, Mill activities, would you 
feel it your duty to report that situation to the union / 

Mr. Crark. I'd like to say this: That when it comes to bringing— 

The Cuarrman. Will you answer that question? Answer yes or 
no and then explain. 

Mr. Ciark (confers with counsel). Yes, I would deem it my duty 
again, 

The CrarrMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. CiarK (confers with counsel). Yes, I would deem it my duty 
to report that back to my membership. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am sure you see where this series of — 
goes, Mr. Clark. If it was within your knowledge or if it came to 
your attention that an officer of your union was not seisealls loyal 
to the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers Union, but was in fact a mem- 
ber of the Communist P arty and was reporting back to the Commu- 
nist Party on union activity, would you deem it your duty to report 
that situation to the union ? 

Mr. Cuark. I am going to take the privilege granted me not to 
answer that question because this has been a pointed question. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have no right to refuse to answer that ques- 
tion now, sir. 

The CHairmMan. You have to lay the groundwork now for the 
stipulation. 

Mr. Wirr. May he consult me on that in view of your statement 
and Mr. Sourwine’s? 

The CuHarrman. I want an answer to the question from the witness, 
please, sir. He either answers or he claims his privilege. 

Mr. Wirt. He has the right to consult with me if he wants to. Do 
you want to consult me ¢ 

(Mr. Clark confers with counsel.) 

The CratrMan. Just a minute, Mr. Witt. You are not going to 
advise the witness on how to phrase his answer. You may advise 
him of his legal rights. You are not to advise him how you want 
it answered. 

Mr. Wirr. I think I am entitled to say a word on that. 

The Cuarrman. You may advise him of his legal rights, I told 
you, but you are not to tell him how to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirr. That is all I have been doing, Mr. Chairman, and I 
want to do it audibly so you will have no doubts about it. 

The Cuatrman. I have told you what you can do and what you 
cannot do. 

Mr. Wirr. I understand that. 

The Cuarreman. All right. 

(Mr. Clark confers with counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Read the question to the witness, Mr. Reporter. 
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(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Ciark. I am going to take my privilege again under the fifth 
imendment and refuse to answer that question. 

The CHamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Ciark. The witness again, Mr. Chairman, refuses. 

The Cuamman. Under the stipulation I take it that he is taking his 
privilege on the grounds set out in his written statement. 

Mr. Wrrr. So LF understand the stipulation, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Now, Mr. Clark, at this meeting you attended in New 
York ( ty at the Hotel New Yorker, was Harry Bridges in attend 


Crark. Mr. Bridges was in attendance: ves. 
\l (Corn, D> aay. RB 
( 


rs. Was Ben Gold in attendance 4 
LARK. I believe Ben Gold was in attendance. 

Mr. Connors. You know he was in attendance, do you not? 

Mr. Cuark. I am irving to think. There was a lot there, and I’m 

t trvine to remember thos people who were there. 

Mir. Connors. Was Abram Flaxer in attendance ¢ 

Mir. Wrer. IT think he ts still thinking about that. 

Mir. Chark. | remember Mr. Gold was there. 

Mr. Connors. Was Abram Flaxer at the meeting / 

Viv. Cuark. Mr. Flaxer was there. 

Mr. Connors. Was Joseph Selley at the meeting é 

Mr. Crank. Mr. Selley was there: ves. 

Vir. Connors. Was Arthur Osman at the meeting ? 

Mir. Crark. I can't remember whether Mr. Osman was there or not. 
I just can’t remember. 

Mir. Connors. Was Ewart Guinier at the meeting / 

Mr. Crark. His name is not familiar to me, and I just can’t remem 
ber that 
Mir. ConNors. Was Julius Emspak at the meeting / 

Mr. Ciark. I forget whethe Mr. Kispak Was There, too. | forget 
rat. 
Mr. Connors. Was Albert Fitzgerald at the meeting 4 

Mr. Cuark. Mr. Fitzgerald was there: yes 

Mir. Connors. Are you aware that Harry Bridges has been econ- 
victed of perjury ina district court of the United States / 

Mr. CLark (confers with counsel). Yes, mm aware of it; pretty 
wel] publicized. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware that the charge ot perjury orew out 
of Harry Bridges’ Communist Party affiliation ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. | followed the case pretty closely > yes. 

Mr. Connors. You are aware of that fact 4 

Mr. Ciark. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Were you aware at the time you attended the meet- 
ing at the Hotel New Yorker that Joseph Selley had refused to answer 
under oath before part of this subcommittee questions designed to 
show whether he was or was not a member of the Communist Party 7 

(Mr. Clark confers with counsel. ) 

The CiairmMan. It is a question of whether you were aware. 

Mr. Crark. The truth is I wasn’t aware of that. I don’t think I 
was aware that Mr. Selley—I don't think I knew that. 

The Cratmnan. I cannot hear your answers. 
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Mr. Wrrr. There is noise in the buck of the room. May I suggest 
to the witness that he try to keep his voice up 4 

The CrrarRMAN. Yes. Do you have the answer. Mr. Reporter. to 
the last question ¢ 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Ciark. That’s my answer, because I just can’t think that I 
knew that at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know that before I mentioned it just a 
moment ago ¢ 

The CuarmMan. Know what ? 

Mr. Connors. Did you know that Mr. Selley had refused to answer 
under oath a question concerning his Communist Party membership 
before I mentioned it ¢ 

Mr. Ciark. I have known it the past few days because I have read 
the trans ript of that hearing. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know that Abram Flaxer likewise refused 
to answer questions desig? ed to show his Communist Pat t\ affiliation 
before this subcommittee ? 

Mr. CLark. Since reading the transcript of that hearing: ves. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know prior to your attendance at this meet- 
ino at the Hotel New Yorker that Albert Fitzgerald had been inter- 
rogated concerning his Communist Party membership ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. May | confer with Mr. Sourwine for a moment / 

The Cnairman. All right. 

Mr. Wirt. May I consult with the chairman for a moment outside 
the hearing of the witness / 

The CrairmMan. All right. 

Propound the question again, 

Mr. Connors. May I rephrase it ¢ 

The Cramman. Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Connors. Prior to your attendance at this meeting which we 
are discussing, did you know that Albert Fitzgerald had been inter- 
rogated concerning his possible Communist Party membership 4 

Mr. Cuark. I have been trving to search my mind as to whether 
I knew that at that time or not, and I could not here give you an honest 
answer about that. Since the question was first put, I have been 
trving to search my memory as to whether I did know that at that 
time. Therefore, 1 just cannot answer that because I just don’t re- 
member. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Clark, is it not a fact that Ben Gold is generally 
known to the publie as a Communist or a former Communist / 

Mr. Crark. Ben Gold I think has been pretty well— 

The CramrMan. Raise your voice, please. 

Mr. Crark. Mr. Gold has stated when I was on the CIO executive 
board his affiliation to that party; yes. It’s well known all over the 
country that that statement has been made by Mr. Gold. 

Mr. Connors. What benefit did you think would come to your 
membership by meeting with Harry Bridges and Ben Gold, Abram 
I’laxer, Joseph Selley, and Albert Fitzgerald in the Hotel New Yorker 
on Octeber 11, 19514 

Mr. Ciark. I do not judge those people by the political rules they 
may have. I judge them as labor leaders, and as such I think my or- 
ganization agrees that we should confer with them on labor matters. 


pS——-52 14 


» 
a Pase 
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The Cuamman. Does your organization collaborate with the Com- 
munist Party on labor matters ? 

Mr. Crark. I would like to take the privilege again under that type 
of a question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. You just stated that you conferred with these 
known Communists on labor matters. Now, does your organization 
collaborate with the Communist Party on labor matters ¢ 

Mr. Ciark (confers with counsel). I would prefer not to answer 
that question again, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Do you refuse to answer? The Chair directs you 
toanswer. We will bring it to a head. 

Mr. Ciark. Let me put it this way then 

The Cuarrman. Now, that calls for an answer yes or no. Does 
your union : 

Mr. Crar« (continuing). Am I not allowed—— 

The CuarrmMan. Just a moment. It calls for an answer yes or no, 
Does your union collaborate with the Communist Party on labor mat 
ters / 

Mr. Wrrr. Yes or no, or if he wants to claim the privilege, either 
one, 

The Ciamman. He can certainly claim his privilege. 

Mr. Cuark. Because of the import of that question, I am going to 
claim the privilege and refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Crark. The witness again refuses to answer, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Now, at this meeting to which I have alluded at the 
Hotel New Yorker, did Bridges make the following remark concern- 
ing you. I quote you the substance if not the verbatim remark: “for 
example, John Clark says—well, I can construe what he says—to have 
some kind of central information bureau where we can exchange in 
formation and get out the exposés, get ont reports on progress, get 
out directions on strategy, et cetera.” Do you recall remarks like that 
made by Bridges at that meeting? 

Mr. Ciark. Yes; I recall those remarks quite plainly because those 
were remarks on labor matters such as that wage freeze and others 
that we were figuring on fighting, because we thought it was unfair, 
and other labor matters that might interest the parties that were not 
affiliated with the general labor movement in this country. That is 
all that is behind that, and if the rest of the remarks of that heari ing 
is in it would prove that effect. The meeting solely in New York 
was on the basis of labor and expressing our opinions on labor matters 
that confronted us and also interchanging our ideas or our knowledge 
on labor matters. 

Mr. Connors. Was there anybody at that meeting who was not a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Crark. I have said that I am not answering any question with 
that kind of purport in it. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait a minute. You have to claim vour privilege 
to this question. ; 

Mr. Cuark. I claim my privilege under that same thing. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Cuark. And the witness refuses to answer. 

The Cuarkman. Mr. Arens has a question. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Clark, do you understand that you can refuse to 
answer a question which is propounded to you today pursuant to the 
fifth amendment only if in truth and in fact your answer would 
furnish information which could be used against you in a criminal 
prosecution? Do you understand that? 

Mr. Crark. I understand that; yes. 

The Cuairman. And that is the ground upon which you invoke the 
fifth amendment; is that right? 

Mr. Crark. Because I—— 

The CHatrmMan. Go ahead with your answer. Never mind being 
prompted. Go ahead with your answer. 

Mr. Wirr. There is no reason for your comment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. I am not asking you for your comment. Just one 
more word out of you and you will leave the room, and this time 
vou will leave for good. 

Would you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Clark, do you understand that you do not have a 

right to refuse to answer questions oe today pursuant to 
the fifth amendment unless in truth and in fact your answer to the 
questions would furnish information which could be used against 
you in a criminal prosecution ¢ 

Mr. Cuark. Well, the reason that I don’t answer is because—— 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Clark, would you please answer the question, first 
of all, yes or no, and then give your explanation ¢ 

Mr. Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You do understand that? 

Mr. Cuark. That’s right. 

Mr. Arens. Conversely, do you understand that you cannot refuse 
to answer the questions propounded today pursuant to your rights 
under the fifth amendment unless your answer would furnish in- 
formation which could be used against you in a criminal prosecution ¢ 

Mr. Cuarxk. I understand that; yes. 

The CHatrmaNn, It is with that understanding that you are invok- 
ing the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Clark, do you propose, when you are —— 
from this subpena under which you are appearing here, to make 
statement to your membership as to whether you are, or are not, or 
have, or have not been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Ciark (confers with counsel). I’m going to exercise my privi- 
lege as I have been doing on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In the event that you do have such an intention, let 
me invite you to make the statement now while you are here under 
oath. Do you want to make such a statement now ? 

Mr. Ciark. Statement that—— 

Mr. Connors. A statement to your membership as to whether you 
are, or are not, or have, or have not been a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Cuark. I am going to take my privilege under that. I don’t 
‘are to make any statement here. I’m going to take my rights under 
the fifth amendment again to that question. 

Mr. Arens. So that the record may be absolutely clear on this and 
so there may be no misunderst: nding, Mr. Clark, is it your position 
in declining to answer certain questions that if you did answer those 
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questions the information which you would give us in those answers 
could be used against you in a criminal prosecution? Is that correct ? 

Mr. Crarx. Well, I have that feeling. I don’t know whether it’s 
a correct feeling. I have that feeling that it possibly might cause 
circumstances these days that may involve me in that. I don’t know 
how much clearer to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. You realize that after you are released from testifying 
ere and released from your subpena you can step out in this hall here 
and say, “Of course, ’m not a Communist. Of course, I’ve never been 
i Sen munist.” Ton realize Vou can do that. and you cannot be 
touched for that statement. You realize that, do you not é 

Mr. Wrrr. I’m not sure I would give my client that legal advice. 
lin not sure it’s fair for counsel for the committee to— 

Phe CHatRMan. Youcan advise him. 

Mr. Wrrr. Then I would like to advise him. 

Mr. Crark (confers with counsel). Under the advice of counsel, I 
certaily claim that privilege eranted me under the fifth amendment. 

Mir. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer that question because the answer 


1 


to that question could not possibly at this time involve him in a crimi 
nal prose ution. 


| 


Phe CHainmMan. He is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Ciark. I refuse under the same advice as given by my counsel. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions of this witness, and | 
suggest he be released from his subpena. 

Phe CuairmMan. You may be released from your subpena, Mr. Clark. 

(Witness excused. ) 


TESTIMONY OF HERMAN CLOTT, MOUNT RAINIER, MD., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW YORK, 
7. 


The CuarrMan. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Crorr. My name is Herman Clott. I reside at 3218 Chillum 
Road, Mount Rainier, Md. My occupation is that of Washington 
representative for the International Unior of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have an office in Washington, D. C./ 

Mr. Cuorr. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Connors. What is the street address ? 

Mr. Crorr. 930 F Street. 

Mr. Connors. What are your duties as Washington representative 
of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. CLorr. Well, they are to generally represent the union in Wash- 
Ington on all matters pertaining to Government agencies, to the Wage 
Stabilization Board, to the National Labor Relations Board. and 
similar agencies; also to handle matters of legislation. 

Mr. Connors. Is your office an elective one or an appointive one / 

Mr. Corr. Tam an appointed representative. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you held that office, Mr. Clott ¢ 
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Mr. Ciorr. Well, I have had it on two occasions. I think the first 
time was 1945 to 1948, and 1951 up until now, including now. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a member of the Interna- 
tional Union of a’ Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Ciorr. Well, I think my membership dates back to the time 
of the merger between the die casters’ union and the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. That is how long? 

Mr. CLorr. Roughly 10 years, I would sa 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever worked in an industry which was or 
might be organized by the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers or oe die casters ? 

Mr. Ciorr. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. CONNORS. em you how a member of the ¢ ‘ommunist Part if Mr. 
Clott ? 

Mr. Ciorr. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment, sir 

The CuarrMan. Would you speak up? 

Mr. Crorr. Yes. I claim privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Crairman. Then you do not want the word “yes” in there. 
If you meant yes, you would speak up ¢ 

Mr. Corr. That’s correct, Senator, of course. 

The CuamMan. Allright. Ido not want to take advantage of you. 

Mr. Crorr. I know. I have full confidence you won't try to trick 
me that way. 

The CuarrMan. The record might trip you that way. 

Mr. Ciorr. I can always explain the record. 

Mr. Wirr. You can always consult counsel, 

Mr. Cuorr. That’s right. 

The CitairMan. He eannot consult counsel to correct the record. 

Mr. Wirr. On a legal matter. 

The CitamMan. It isa passing incident. Now, will you state again, 
please, what your answer Is? 

Mr. Crorr. I refuse to answer that, sir, on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CrramrMan. Do you refuse to answer because your answer might 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Crorr. Senator McCarran, I'm not an attorney, but my under- 
standing of the use—— 

The CrHairMan. Just answer the question. You have an attorney 
by vour side. You can confer with him. 

Mr. Cirorr. Would you repeat the question / 

The CuatrmMan. Do you refuse to answer on the ground that your 
answer might tend to incriminate you! ¢ 

Mr. Crorr. May I consult with counsel ? 

The CHatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Cuorr (confers with counsel). Well. sir, my advice in the 
matter is that the language of the fifth amendment says that I shall 
not be asked to bear witness against myself, and that’s the reason 
why I refuse to answer the question. 

The Crarrman. All right. Now I am asking you the question. 
Do you understand my question ¢ 

Mr. Ciorr. Well—— 
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The Cuamman. Do you refuse to answer on the ground that your 
answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. CLorr. Well, Senator, is that the way you put it ¢ 

The Cuairman. Please answer “Yes” or “No,” and then you may 
explain or you may do as you like. 

Mr. Ciorr. Senator, I don’t think I can quite answer it that way. 
I'd like to—I don’t know exactly what you mean. I answered the 
question by saying that I refuse to answer a previous question on the 
grounds of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. If you were not a Communist your answer would 
be “No,” would it not ¢ 

Mr. Ciorr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Wrrr. May we make the same stipulation and save a little 
time / 

The Cuamman. Yes; but he does not have any statement in here 
like the other witness. 

Mr. Wrrr. I am advising the witness that he has made a sufficient 
claim under the fifth amendment, and I am prepared to stipulate on 
the basis of the statement of the claim thus far. 

The Cuarrman. Do you wish the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
Union to understand that because you refuse to answer this question 
you are not a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Corr (confers with counsel). I claim my privilege under 
that, Senator. I claim my privilege on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cuamman. Do you wish the membership of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to understand that be- 
cause you claim the privilege under the fifth amendment you are a 
Communist ¢ 

Mr. Crorr. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

The CuairmMan. Do you not realize that your refusal to answer 
leaves the implication that you are a Communist ? 

Mr. Crorr. Senator, I feel that that’s a question along the same 
lines of the previous two, and I refuse to answer on the same grounds, 
sir. 

The CrarrmMan. All right, you may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Are you acquainted with Mary Staleup Markward. 

Mr. Crorr. Would you identify her, please / 

Mr. Connors. Yes. She was former recording secretary of the 
Communist Party in the District of Columbia. 

(Mr. Clott confers with counsel. ) 

The CiarrMan. The question is: Are you acquainted? And the 
answer is “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Wrrr. Or he can claim the privilege. 

The Cuarrman. Or he can claim the privilege. 

Mr. Crorr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask this: Was it after the amendment to 
the question was made by counsel that she was secretary to the Com- 
munist Party that you came to the conclusion that you would not 
answer it under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Ciorr. I don’t quite understand your question; I am sorry. 
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The Cnairman. Was it after counsel had advised you as to her 
position with the Communist Party that you invoked the fifth amend- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Crorr. No, Senator. I understand Mr. Connors advised me 
as to her position. 

The Cuatrman. Did you say Connors? I am referring to Mr. 
Connors. 

Mr. Cuorr. No, Senator, I just wanted her identified; that’s all. 

The Cuarrman. You asked that she be identified, and then after 
that you invoked the fifth amendment; is that right / 

Mr. Crorr. That’s right. 

The Cuatrman. As soon as she was identified as a Communist, then 
you invoked the fifth amendment; is that right / 

Mr. CLorr. That’s right, Senator. 

Mr. Connors. Were you in Nevada last month, Mr. Clott / 

Mr. CLorr. Yes, Mr. Connors. You know I was. 

Mr. Connors. Were you in Reno, Nev., last month / 

Mr. Cuorr. Yes, sir; ] was. It’s a wonderful town. 

Mr. Connors. What was the purpose of your visit to Reno, Nev., 
on September 3, 1952 ¢ 

Mr. Criorr. Well, the purpose of the visit was to meet with Senator 
McCarran and a group of rank-and-file members of our union from 
Nevada and the representative from that area to discuss with the 


. Senator the coming proposed hearings. 


Mr. Connors. Did any member of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers in Nevada while you talked with them 
ask you if you were a member of the Communist Party 4 

Mr. Cuiorr (confers with counsel). To my best recollection, no, 
sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you volunteer to them any statement regarding 
your affiliation with the Communist Party / 

Mr. CLorr. To my best recollection, no, sir. 

Mr, Connors. Did you tell them that if you were called and asked 
under oath if you were a member of the Communist Party you would 
decline to answer because a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you? 

Mr. CLorr. No, sir; I do not believe so, because, if I may go on to 
explain, Senator, at that time I understood there were four members 
of our union who were subpenaed and it just didn’t occur to me I 
would be subpenaed, and I didn’t have no reason for it. 

Mr. Connors. It did not occur to you that those members of your 
union might be interested in whether or not you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Cuorr. Well, sir, the subject, to my knowledge, never came 
up. 

Mr. Connors. And it didn’t occur to you that they would be inter- 
ested in it? 

Mr. Crorr. No, sir; it didn’t. 

The CnatrmMan. That is all. You are released from your subpena. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, may I say for the record that I am withdraw- 
ing as counsel for Mr. Dolan at this time in favor of Mr. Witt, who 
wishes to enter his appearance. 
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The CuarmMan. All right. 

Mr. Wrrr. May the record show my appearance for Mr. Dolan? 
Mr. Connors. Have you been sworn, Mr. Dolan? 

Mr. Doan. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF GRAHAM PHILIP DOLAN, DENVER, COLO., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW YORK, 
N. Y. 


Mr. Connors. Will you state your name, your residence, and your 
oce upation, if you ple ase / 

Mr. Dotan. My name is Graham Dolan. I live at 5857 West 
Twenty-ninth Avenue, Denver, Colo. My occupation, contrary to the 
testimony of another witness here, is not research director. It’s a 
little bit difficult to explain my occupation. I have no title. I work 
on special assignment for the four international officers. 

Mr. Connors. What four international officers do you refer to? 

Mr. Dotan. I refer to President Clark, Vice President Orville 
Larson, Vice President Wilson, and Secretary-Treasurer M. E. Travis. 

Mr. Connors. All those people are Communists, aren’t they 4 

Mr. Donan. I understand the fifth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion 

The Ciamman. Are you reading from some notes now ‘ 

Mr. Dotan. Iam reading from my own notes. 

The CuarrMan. Made by yourself ? ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. T have the Bill of Rights here, if you wunt 
me to read from that. 

The CHarrMan. I did not ask you for that. 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion 

The Cuairman. Iam going to clear this room if there is any more 
commotion. I will be sorry to do it, because I want to hold these 
open hearings. If there is any more commotion or noise in the rear 
of the room we will clear the room. 

Mr. Dotan. Would you repeat the question, please / 

Mr. Connors. Read the question to the witness. 

(‘The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Constitution 
affords me the privilege of not bearing witness against myself. 
Therefore I decline to answer on those grounds. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Dolan? 

Mr. Dotan. Chicago, IL, August 8, 1908. 

Mr. Connors. What milit: ary service have you had ? 

Mr. Dotan. United States Navy, World War II. 

Mr. Connors. Were you inducted in May 1944? 

Mr. Doan. May 1 1944; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. And discharged in December 1945? 

Mr. Dotan. Discharged in December 1945; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have any Reserve status now with the United 
States Navy? 

Mr. DoLaNn. I do not. 
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Mr. Connors. Have you ever had a Reserve status with the United 
States Navy ¢ 

Mr. Doran. I have not, not that I know of. I don’t know if my 
World War II service constitutes that. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your formal education ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. Third year of high school. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment since 19304 

Mr. Dotan. Since 1930? 

Mr. Connors. As best you can recall it; yes. 

Mr. Dotan. Most of it has been newspaper work in various news- 
papers around the country. Then when I was discharged by one 
newspaper for union activity, I went to work for several labor 
organizations. 

Mr. Connors. Did you work for the American Communications As- 
sociation / 

Mr. Donan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. In 1940 and 19414 

Mr. Doan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you work for a paper called The Union, which 
is the organ of the International Union of Mine. Mill. and Smelter 
Workers, from 1941 to 19444 

Mr. DOLAN. Would you repeat that, please / 

The CuarrMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Dotan. 1 was founding editor of that newspaper. 

Mr. Connors. Did you work for the paper between 1941 and 1944? 

Mr. Douan. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you edit a newspaper or publication called the 
Challenge, in Denver, Colo., about 1945-47 ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
affords me the privilege of not bearing witness against myself. There- 
fore 1 decline to answer, on those grounds. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answe I. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, will you accept the aiveaes of the 
former witness ? 

The Cramman. He has laid his grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Witness, I have here in my hand a photostatie 
copy ot page |? ot the Rocky Mountain News ot Friday, March ki 1947. 

I want to ask you two or three questions concerning this, and some 
background. 

Do you know what the American Youth for Democracy was? 

Mr. Douan. I understand the f ts h amendment to the Constitution 
affords me the privilege of not bearing witness against myself. There 
fore, I decline to answer on Seon, grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, you decline to answer that you 
had knowledge of what that organization was / 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
affords me the privilege of not bearing witness against myself. There- 
fore, I decline to answer on those grounds. 

The Cramman. Would you bear witness against yourself by 
answering that ? 

Mr. Dotan. I don't believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is necessary to 
explain my invoking the privilege. 
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The Cuatrman. Will you answer my question 4 

Mr. Donan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Constitution 
affords me the I ivilege of not bearing witness against myself. 

The Cuatmrman. And to answer this question, you would ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. Therefore, 1 decline to answer on those grounds. 

The Cuairman. To answer this question, you would bear witness 
against yourself; is that it ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Consti- 
tution- 

The Cuatrman. Is that it? Is that your answer? 

Mr. Dotan. My answer, sir, is: I understand the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution affords me the privilege of not bearing witness 
against myself. Therefore, I decline to answer on those grounds. 

The Cuairman. By your answer to that you would bear witness 
against yourself ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sit 

The CiamrmMan. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. There is a story 

Mr. Dotan. Pardon me. (Confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Connors. I hand you now a photostatic copy of a page of the 
newspaper to which I referred, and I invite your attention to the 
third column, the middle column of the paper. There is a story here 
by Edward Lehman II, Rocky Mountain News. I quote a paragraph 
from this column: 


Mr. Dotan. May I consult counsel on that ? 


Local headquarters of the American Veterans Committee, the leftist news- 
paper, Challenge, and the American Youth for Democracy, all were located in 
one office at 1405 Glenarm Place until a few days ago, it was disclosed yesterday. 





Is that a correct recitation of the fact? 

The CHairnman. Yes. 

Mr. Dotan. I would like to decline to answer on the basis of the 
protection afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Now, as a matter of fact, when you edited this news- 
paper, Challenge, you did have headquarters with the American Youth 
for Demoer acy, did you not? 

Mr. Do.an. I understand the fifth amendment of the Constitution 
affords me the privileeg of not bearing witness against myself. There- 
fore, I decline to answer on those grounds. 

The CHatrMAN. In other words, would you be bearing witness 
against yourself if you answered in the negative? 

Mr. Dotan. I don’t believe that an explanation is necessary for in- 
voking the pr iV lege. 

The CHairman. I did not ask you what you believed. Just answer 
my question please, sir. 

Mr. Dotan. 1 would like to rely on the same answer I gave before, 
sir. 

The CHairMan. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. And again I decline to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

The Cuairman. In other words, it might incriminate “you ! Is it 
your position that it might incriminate you to answer the question 
propounded by Mr. Connors 
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Mr. Dotan. I believe what I stated, Senator, was that I understand 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution affords me the privilege of 
not bearing witness against myself; and, therefore, I decline to answer 
on those grounds. However, if you insist on the word “incrimina- 
tion,” why, I suppose I'll have to go along with that. 

The CuHatrman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. How did you come to edit this newspaper, The Chal- 
lenge? Will you relate to the committee the course of events that 
made you editor of this newspaper, The Challenge / 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the basis of the privilege afforded 
me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds, the fifth amendment 
grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to offer this photostatic copy in evidence. 

The Cuatrm an. It may be admitted in evidence. 

(The article referred to is as follows :) 


Lerrists’ PAPER Hap SAME Orricers as AYD ANp AVC 
(By Edward Lehman, II, Rocky Mountain News writer) 


Local headquarters of the American Veterans Committee, the leftist news- 
paper Challenge, and the American Youth for Democracy all were located in one 
office at 1405 Glenarm Place until a few days ago, it was disclosed yesterday. 

United States District Attorney Thomas J. Morrissey said yesterday he “was 
fully informed about the situation,” but declined further comment. In a speech 
before members of the Leyden-Chiles-Wickersham American Legion Post, Febru- 
ary 27, Morrissey branded the AYD as the “Denver cell of communism.” 


AVC TAKES NEW OFFICES 


Last week the American Veterans Committee moved to new offices at 1513 
Arapahoe Street, Miss Jean Topel, secretary of the organization, reported. 

Miss Topel denied the move resulted from a disagreement of policies between 
her organization and the other two groups. 

“We moved for two reasons,” Miss Topel said. “First, we needed more space, 
and secondly, the rent is cheaper.” 

AVC officials frequently have denied Communist affiliation or left-wing lean- 
ings. The organization claims 125 chapters within the United States and 15 
overseas. One chapter is located at the University of Denver. 


CHALLENGE ANSWERS ATTACK 


Morrissey’s attack on the AYD brought strongly worded answers from 
Challenge. Morrissey’s statements that the AYD was just another name for 
Young Communist League, came at a time when the group sought a charter at 
Colorado University. 

Harold Zeplin, associate editor of Challenge, is Colorado secretary of the AYD. 
In a recent column he pointed out that the Colorado University battle was only 
the first round in a general fight for academic freedom. He pointed out that a 
number of Denver University students were preparing to apply for a local chapter. 

Chancellor Caleb F. Gates of Denver University has voiced disapproval of the 
organization and indicated he would oppose any move toward granting the AYD 
a charter. 

Morrissey said the AYD is one of the “smartest and best organized Communist 
cells in the country.” 

BOLTE TO SPEAK TONIGHT 


A public speech by Charles G. Bolte, chairman of the American Veterans Com- 
mittee, is scheduled for 8 p. m. today in the Morey Junior High School audi- 
torium. 

solte, a veteran of the British Army, is the national head of the AVC organi 
zation. 
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Mr. Connors. From 1933 to 1940, approximately, were you em- 
ployed by the Chicago Tribune in Chicago, III. ? 

Mr. Dotan. 1933 to 19404 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Donan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. During that time were you active in the Chicago 
chapter of the American Newspaper Guild ? 

Mr. Dotan. I was. 

Mr. Connors. Was it approximately at that time that you first 
joined the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment, the grounds of the privilege afforded me by the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Which part of that question addresses itself to the 
fifth amendment? Do you mind st: ating ? 

Mr. Douan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Consitution 
affords me the pris ilege of hot bearing witness against my self. There 
fore, I decline to answer, on those grounds. 

The Cuarrmman. Will you read the question of Mr. Connors, please, 
Mr. Reporter ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Doran. I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege 
ifforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. You understand the question; do you not? 

Mr. Dotan. I understand the question. 

The Cuatrman. Again the Chair directs you to answer the question. 
The Chair directs you to answer the question, now that you under 





stand it. 

Mr. Dotan. I will have to decline on the same grounds, Mr. Chair- 
man, on the grounds of the privilege afforded me by the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Connors. During that period of time you were employed by the 
Chicago ‘Tribune, were you secretary of the Chicago chapter of the 
(merican Newspaper Guild? 

Mr. Donan. I was. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Dolan, will you tell the committee whom it was 
who first solicited your membe ship i in the Communist Party ? 

M Dou = I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege af 
forded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Crairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Donan. I have to decline on the same grounds, sir; on the 
privilege afforded by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. At the termination of your employment with the 
Chicago Tribune, or shortly thereafter, did you move to Denver. 
Colo. ¢ , 

Mr. Dotan. May I consult counsel on that? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Dotan (confers with counsel). When I left the employment of 
the Chicago Tribune and after a period of blacklisting by the news- 

paper industry, I went to New York and was employed by the Ameri- 
can Guild of Vari iety Artists, a labor union affiliated with the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Connors. How long did you remain at that post ? 
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Mr. Dotan. I don’t recall exactly. It was, I believe, less than a year. 

Mr. Connors. Did you go then to Denver / 

Mr. Dotan. I did not. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you go? 

Mr. Dotan. Iwas emip loyed by the American Communications Asso- 
ciation, a labor union afliliated with the Congress of Industrial Organ- 
izations. 

Mr. Connors. It since has been expelled from the Congress of In- 
dustrial Organizations on charges of following the Communist Party 
line: has it not / 

Mr. Dotan. I guess it has been. 

Mr. Connors. Yes; you know it has been. Did you reside in New 
York while vou were working for the American Communications Asso- 
clation ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I resided in New York State, in a suburb. 

Mr. Connors. And where did you go at the termination of that 
employment / 

Mr. Dor in. [ went to work for the International Union ot Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. And where was the locale of that work ? 

Mr. Donan. In Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Connors. Was it at that time that you moved yourself and your 
family to Denver? 

Mr. Dotan. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. How did you gain employment in the International 
Union of Mine. Mill, and Smelter Workers / 

Mr. Dotan. How did I gain employment ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Dotan. I was hired. 

Mr. Connors. Who hired you? 

Mr. Dotan. The international executive board of the union. 

Mr. Connors. With what person clid vou first discuss the possibility 
of employment with the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers 

Mr. Doan. lL believe I first discussed it with the officers of the 
American Newspaper Guild, who informed me that a job was open on 
the paper then being published by the International Union of Mine, 
Mill. and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. And what union official did you discuss this job with ? 

Mr. Dotan. In the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers / 

Mr. CONNORS. Yes. 

Mr. Dotan. The first contact I had with an official of the interna- 
tional union on that particular job, 1 believe, was a board member 
from district 6 at that time, the late Jess Gonzales. 

Mr. Connors. Whom else did you talk to after talking to him ? 

Mr. Doan. I received a telegram from the sec retary-treasurer of 
the union, James J. Leary, hiring me. 

Mr. Connors. Did you talk with anyone else about your employ 
ment: that is, while you were seeking this employment, of the Inter 
national Union of Mine, —¥ and Smelter Workers / 

Mr. DoLan. I believe I called Harold Rothman, the then eclitor. 
who was being discharged at that time, whose place I was supposed 
to take, and Mr, Rothman happened to be a personal friend of mine, 
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and I asked him what kind of job this was, and so forth, to find out 
the details of what job was being offered to me. 

Mr. Connors. Why was your employment with ACA terminated 4 

Mr. Dotan. Because I resigned and joined the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, out of a desire to return to the 
newspaper business. 

Mr. Connors. You severed your connections with ACA voluntarily ; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Dotan. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. Now, what were your initial duties with the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers / 

Mr. Donan. To edit a newspaper, the Mine, Mill edition of the 
CIO News. 

Mir. Connors. And was that paper edited and printed at Denver, 
( olo. / 

Mr. Donan. It was edited in Denver, Colo., and printed in the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. Connors. Were the editorial offices in Denver, Colo. ¢ 

Mr. Donan. My own particular office was; ves, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live at 6000 West Twenty-ninth Street in 
Denver, ( olo. ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I did, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever have Communist Party meetings at 
6000 West Twenty-ninth Street, Denver, Colo. ? 

Mr. Donan. I understand that the fifth amendment of the Con 

itution affords me the privilege of not bearing witness against myself. 
‘Therefore, | decline to answer on those grounds. 

l WAmMAN. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr, in in. I decline, on the same grounds, sir, the privilege af- 
forded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Dolan, and ask you to 
firm or deny the fact that Communist Party meetings were held at 
your home at 600 West Twenty-ninth Street, Denver, Colo. ? 

Mr. Donan. I understand the fifth amendment of the Constitution 
affords me the privilege of not answering that question. Therefore 
I decline to answer. 

The Cramman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Before you gained employment with the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, antd Smelter Workers, did you discuss the 
possibility of gaining that employment with any person who was a 
member of the Communist Party and not a member of the Inter 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Doan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. If a truthful answer to that question were “No,” you 
could not invoke the privilege; could you? 

Mr. Doan. I am telling the truth here, sir, I am under oath. 

The Cuarrman. Answer the question: If a truthful answer were 
“No,” you could not invoke the fifth amendment; could you? 

Mr. Do.an. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMan. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds, sir. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Dolan, you have taken refuge here repeatedly in 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Have you ever belonged or do you now belong to an organization 
which is dedicated to the overthrow of the Constitution / 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment, sir, the privilege afforded me by that amendment. 
The Cuarmman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. You realize, do you not, that you do not have a right 
to refuse to answer these questions unless your answer would furnish 
information which could be used against you in a criminal prose- 
cution 4 

Mr. Wirr. May I advise the witness that I am here as his counsel 
and nobody else in this room represents him. 

Mr. Do.an (confers with counsel). I withdraw that answer and my 
counsel advises me that I do not have the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment on that question. My answer—Would you repeat the question 
first / 

Mr. Arens. Do you realize that vou do not have a right to refuse 
to answer these questions under the fifth amendment unless your 
answers would furnish information which could be used against you 
in a criminal prosecution ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. The question was changed. The witness hadn't com- 
pleted his answer to the last question. 

I would like to have the original question read back. 

The Cuarrman. The question stands before the witness now. An- 
swer that question. 

Mr. Wirr. I would rather have it read back. 

Mr. Dotan. There are two questions asked and I don’t understand 
which question. 

The CuarrMan. The last question is the one before you. 

Mr. Dotan. May I have that read back to me, please 4 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Douan. I would like to answer the previous question. 

The CnarrMaAn. Answer the question that‘is before you. 

Mr. Wirr. Senator—— 

The CuarrMan. Just a moment, please. Who is running this com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Wirr. You are running this committee. 

The CuarrMan. You may advise your client, if you wish. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

The CHatrMan. The last question is before you. Read the question, 
please, Mr. Reporter, the last question that was propounded. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

The CuatrmMan. The question is, Do you realize ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege 
afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Doan. I decline to answer on the same grounds, and now may 
I answer the previous question / 

Mr. Arens. Do you realize 

Mr. Wirr. The witness didn’t complete his answer to the question. 

The CHatrMan. Just a minute. I will run this committee. 

Mr. Do.an. I would like to answer the previous question, Senator. 
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The CHamman. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were a registered member of the Communist Political 
Association in 1944. 

Mr. Donan. You put it tome as a fact? 

Mr. Connors. And ask you to affirm or deny the fact. 

Mr. DoLan. I decline to answer on the erounds of the fifth amend- 
ment, the privilege afforded me by that amendment. 

The CHarrMan,. By that, you refuse to either affirm or deny / 

Mr. Dotan. That’s not what I said, sir. I said I decline to answer 
on the grounds of the privilege accorded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CratreManx. The Chair directs you to answer either “Yes” or 
“No.” : 

Mr. Dotan. T decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. [ put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were given a leave of absence from the Communist 
Political Association when you joined the United States Navy. 

\] Donan. | decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Phe Crairman. The Chair directs vou to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same erounds. 

Mr, Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that when in the United States Navy, you were in 
frequent contact with the Communist Political Association head 
quarters mn Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege ifforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds, Mr. MeCarran. 

Mr. Connors. Did you furnish anv communications to the Denver 
he Vdiquarters of the Communist Political Association while you were 
in the United States Navy / 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege 
afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarmman. The Chair directs you now to answer that question. 

Mir. Donan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. While you were in the United States Navy, were you 
ever asked to furnish confidential information to individuals whom 
vou knew would transmit that classified information into espionage 
channels, so that it might ultimately reach the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Dotan. I want to consult my counsel on that question, sir. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Donan. My answer to that, sir, is “No,” and I want to express 
my indignation that such a question should be asked of me. 

The CuatrMan. We are not asking for indignation. Your answer 

“No. and it stands “No.” 

Mr. Dotan. I resent it. 

The Cnairman. I say that is your answer and that is the end of it. 
Your indignation plays no part here. 

Mr. Dotan. Obviously. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever distribute material in a ship or a 
Government installation while you were in the United States Navy, 
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which material you received from the Denver headquarters, or any 
any other headquarters of the ¢ ommunist Political Association / 

Mr. Donan. ] decline to answer that question on the erounds of the 
pris ilege afforded me by the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The Crairman. The Chair directs vou to answer. 


XT 1 ° 1 
fr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same 


erounds. 


Mr. Con NORS. Have you lene \\ ledge or 1) formatiol With resp t to 
the fact that Soviet Russia maintains, or has maintained in the past, 
| ( splonage apparatuses, within the United States? 
Mr. Dotan. Will vou repeat that question aoa , sir 
The Crratrman. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 
(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 
Mr. Dotan. I want to consult counsel on that 


(The witness confers with counsel.) 


Mr. ey LAN. I have no personal knowledge of th it, sir. 

The Cuaiman. He says he has no personal knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. Have you read of such incidents in the newspapers 

‘ or magazines ? 

Mr. Donan. I certainly have. 

Mr. Connors. Do you th k the Soviet Uni has a right to main- 
tain espi hage apparatuses \V ithin this ce untry ¢ 

Mr. Donan (confers with counsel). I would like to claim the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment on that question, sir. 

The CnatreMan. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. D LAN. L dk line to a ver, on the ime grounds. 

The Cnamman. Did vou understand the question ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I did. 

The Cratmman. Read the question to the witness, please, Mr. 
Reporte r. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Douan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CratrMan. The Chair has directed you to answer. 

Mr. Donan. And I again must decline, sir, on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you resent the fact that the Soviet Union has 

j or does maintain espionage apparatuses within the United States / 
Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 
The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 
Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds. 
, The CuatrMan. Proceed. 


Mr. Connors. Is the Communist Party, to the best of your knowl- 
edge, an international conspiracy ? 

I Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuamrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you regard the Communist Party as an agency 
of the Soviet Government ¢ 

Mr. Doan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Connors. Who is Ed Currie, Mr. Dolan? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. I did not catch the question. Will you please read 
the question to me, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline again on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Wasn’t Ed Currie business manager of a newspaper 
called The Challenge, which you edited ? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarmman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Weren’t you and Ed Currie fellow members of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds af- 
forded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you and Ed Currie, when you published and edited this 
newspaper, The Challenge, were carrying out the instructions you had 
received from the Communist Party, to found and carry on this news- 
paper, in Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Arthur Bary, B-a-r-y? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

‘The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cnuarrman. Do you know who he was? 

Mr. Dorian. I decline to answer that question on the basis of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946 and in 1947 Bary was the State chairman 
of the Communist Party of Colorado; was he not ? 

Mr. Doran. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege es ded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuamman. Do you decline to answer because you do not know? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know? Have you sufficient information to 
answer the question if you did not invoke the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Douan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dovan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Connors. You were sometimes in contact with Bary, were you 
not, while you were editing the newspaper Challenge ‘ 

Mr. Doxan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CHatrmMan. The chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. And the purposes of the meetings you had with Bary 
were to discuss policies, lahagement and finances of the hewspaper 
Challenge; isn’t that so 4 

Mr. Doan. | decline to answer on the same orounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you receive financial support from the national 
headquarters of the Communist Party while you were editing the 
newspaper Challenge ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. When did you move from New York City to Denver, 
Colo. ? 

Mr. Doan. September 1941. 

Mr. Connors. Since 1941 have you held a job or ever had employ 
ment to which you were not sent by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the basis of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever join the American Legion ? 

Mr. Donan. I did. 

Mr. Connors. Why did you join the American Legion ? 

Mr. Dotan. Because I was a war veteran. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have any other reason for joining the Ameri- 
can Legion ? 

Mr. Dotan. None other. 

Mr. Connors. Did you have any other reason for joining the Ameri- 
can Legion? I am giving you an opportunity to answer the question 
again, if you wish. 

Mr. Dotan. I joined the American Legion because I was a war 
veteran and desired to join a veterans’ organization. 

Mr. Connors. And you had no other motive for joining the 
American Legion ? 

Mr. Doan. No other motive. 

Mr. Connors. Did you talk about joining the American Legion with 
Arthur Bary ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Who was Arthur Bary? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you know who he was? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer all of those 
questions, 

Mr. Dotan. | decline to answer those questions, on the same 


grounds, 

Mr. Connors. Did you not discuss with Arthur Bary the possibility 
of your joining the American Legion so that you might carry out 
Communist Party aims and objectives within the American Legion ? 
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Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 
Mr. Connors. You also understand, do you not, Mr. Witness, that 
the time for you to make an explanation of your Communist P arty 


filiation is here and now, when you are under oath ? 
Dor N. | a cline to answer that que tion on the crounds of the 
pri lege atforded me by the fifth amendment. 
Phe Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 


Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. After you are released from your oath, wre intend 
to make a statement with respect to your affiliation with the Commu- 

Mr. y. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege aiforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. ¢ ON NORS, I] ive you been 5 ao weenie S amen iber of the Com- 
Hunist hoe \ ind a me mber of the Internat al Union of ‘Mine, Mill, 
nad Smelte ~*~ Wo cers 4 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
priy lege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Phe CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr, Dotan. I decline to answer on the sume ground 

Mr. Connors. Is it your contention, Mr. Dolan, that it is po sible 


to have the welf re of the rank and file of your union uppermost in 
your mind whet you are also a member of the Communist Party ? 

Donan. I decline to answer that question on the erounds of the 
privilege sides dap he the fifth unendment of the Bill of Rights of 
the Constitution of the United States. 


The CHairmMan. The Chair directs you to answer, 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Dolan, that members of the Com- 
munist Party owe their primary allegiance to their superiors in the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to — r that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. And isn’t it a fact, Mr. Dolan, that the top officials, 
the functionaries, of the Communist Party of the U. S. A. owe their 
primary allegiance to their party supervisors or superiors,in Soviet 

itussia ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. If you did not invoke the fifth amendment, could 
you answer that question ? 

Mr. Doran. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer the question on the same grounds. 

The Cuamman. You have knowledge on the subject, have you not? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Doan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Is it because you know that the Communist Party 
officials of the United States owe their allegiance to Soviet Russia that 
you refuse to say that you resent that Soviet Russia operates or has 
operated Soviet apparatuses in this country ? 
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Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same orounds. 

Mr. CONNORS. Prior to the November 1946 elections, did you tuke 
an active part in the preparation of a petition in Denver, Colo., to 
enable or seek to enable Communist Party members to file as candidates 
for State offices in the 1946 Colorado election ? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CHatrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. CONNORS. Did you attend a State committee meeting of the 
Communist Party in Denver on September 14, 1947? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuamman. Did you attend a party meeting on any other date? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuHairman. The Chair directs you to answer both questions 

Mr. Doan. I decline to answer both questiol son the same grou ds. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Thomas McCalep M-e a-l-e-p. 

Mr. Donan. I ee i to answer that a, on ih basis of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer, if you know. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. Do you decline to answer because you do not know 2 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

The Cuatmrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know that there is a man named Thomas 
McCalep ? 

Mr. Dotan. I — to answer that question on the basis of the 
privl ilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. C oNNors. In 1947 you a ar did you not, at least one Com 
munist Party meeting in the home of Thomas M ‘Calep at 3452 Tre- 
mont Place, Denver ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr.‘Connors. You were back in Palm Hall again in Denver in 
October of 1947 for the 1947 conference of the Communist Party, were 
you not! , 

Mr. DoLan. I dle | he to answer that quest on ol the erounds oft the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. DOLAN. 9 enpeapenaetce spi the same ground 

Mr. Connors. In October 1947 you assisted 
statement in behalf of the Communist Party 1 
for the city of Denver, did you not / ' 

Mr. Dor ‘N. I decline to answer that question on the erounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment 

The CuHarrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Douan. I decline, on the same grounds. 


he preparation of a 


4° 4 1 
ive toa new charter 
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Mr. Connors. Have you ever worked in an industry which the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers did or could 
organize ? 

Mr. Dotan. Have I ever worked in an industry 4 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Dotan. I don’t understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Connors. I mean to ask, Have you ever worked in such an indus- 
try where the jurisdiction of the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers would permit that union to organize it? 

Mr. Dotan. I was hired as a technician, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Well, answer the question “Yes” or “No,” if you 
lease. 

Mr. Dotan. No; I have not. 

Mr. Connors. In 1947 what was the title of your position with the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Dotan. The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers held a convention in St. Paul, in that year, I believe. 

The Cuamman. What was the title? That is what is called for. 

Mr. Dotan. And it set up a position called educational director, and 
my memory is not clear on this, but I believe I was hired toward the 
end of the year to serve as educational director of the union. 

Mr. Connors. You were hired in December of 1947 to serve as edu- 
cational director, were you not ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. That may be true, sir. My memory is cloudy on that. 

Mr. Connors. Didn’t you, shortly after you were hired, or appointed, 
as educational director, attend a meeting of Communist Party leaders 


at the Denver Communist Party head juarters / 
Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
priv ilege afforded me by the fift h amendment. 


The Cuainman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. And didn’t you discuss at this meeting in what way 
the Communist Party could be benefited by your presence in the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the erounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cramman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know, Mr. Dolan, whether your appointment 
as director of education or edi ational director resulted from instruc- 
tions received by any oflicial ot the li ternat ional Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers, an oflicial of the Communist Partv ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the erounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same crounds. 

Mr. Connors. You know perfectly well that the Communist Party 
requested and ordered the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers to put you in the position of educational director, 
don’t you? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

The CHatr™M AN. The Chair directs vou to answer th: uf question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Connors. Did you discuss this appointment before it took place, 
with Arthur Bary? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. , 

Mr. Connors. Did you discuss this appointment before it took place 
with Maurice Travis? 

Mr. Dotan. I believe I did, sir. I’m not certain on that, but it 
would be possible. 

Mr. Connors. Did you know at the time of this discussion, if in 
fact it did take place, that Maurice Travis was a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege 
afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. CONNORS. Now. in March and in May of 1948 you conferred 
with Arthur Bary, chairman of the Colorado Communist Party, didn’t 
you? 

Mr. Dou - I decline to answer on the grounds of the privilege 
afforded me | Vv the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Will you please explain to the subcommittee and to 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers what 
legitimate purpose you, as educational director of that union, could 
have in discussing policies with the State chairman of the Denver 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Douan. I decline ? answer that question on the grounds 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on t| e same grounds 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Connors’ question was the 
State chairman of the Denver Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. The Colorado Communist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you want to stipulate what branch of the Com- 
munist Party he was chairman of ¢ 

Mr. Wrrr. No, but whatever Mr. Connors has in mind I will be glad 

) stipulate, but I think anything that doesn’t make sense shouldn’t 
appear in the record. It re fe rre d to the State director of a city party. 
Does that make any sense to you 4 

The CHairMan. That is none of your business whether it makes 
sense to him or not. 

Mr. Wirr. Iam answering Mr. Sourwine’s question. 

The Cuamman. If you want a question read back it will be read 
back. 

Mr. Wirt. Thank you. 

The Cuatmrman. Allright; it will be read back. 

Mr. Connors. eid oa to read “Colorado Communist Party.” 

(The record was then read by the reporter, as follows:) 


Will you please explain to the subcommittee and to the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers what legitimate purpose you, as educational 
director of that union, could have in discussing policies with the State chairmau 
of the Colorado Communist Party 
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Mr. Connors. Does that make any difference in your answer ? 

Mr. Donan. It may. , 

Vir. CONNORS. Very well. 

Mr. Dotan (confers with counsel). I decline to answer that question 
on t CY ounds of the fifth amendment. 

The CoarrMan. Is Mr. Travis in the room ? 

Mr. Travis. Here. 

Che CHamman. Mr. Travis, you have not been excused from the 
| 1.so Tara I Cah ret all. If | am i error, | will be corrected. 
Mr. Wrrr. I understand that everybody that testified would be 
eXC1l ed. ; 

The Cuamman. No; you have misunderstood. Unless it is specifi- 
cally stated, they are not excused from the subpe ha. 

Mr. Travis will leave the room. 


] 


Let us get this thing straight. Propound the question again, Mr. 


Sipps 


Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Will you please explain to the subcommittee and to 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, what 
timate purpose you, as educational director of that union, could 
have discussing policies with the State chairman of the Colorado 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that on the ground of the privilege 
afforded me by the fifth amendnrnt. 

The CHairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds, 

Mr. Connors. On September 26, 1949, or approximately that date, 
vou signed a telegram addressed to Judge Harold R. Medina of the 
UV ited States District Court of the Southern District of New York, 
did you not, protesting the proceedings in the trial of the 11 Com- 
mi t leaders, in New York City ? 

Mr. Dotan. I will consult my counsel on that. 

(The witness consults with counsel.) 

Mr. Wirr. May I as counsel object to the question ? 

The Cramman. No. 

Mr. Wirr. [ll take your ruling. It shows my objection with your 


} 
ieg 


overruling the objection. 

The CHamman. You have no right to interpose an objection. J 
have told you that repeatedly. You may confer with your client, and 
that. is all. 

Mr. Dor AN. M L\ | 1] ter] Ose an obiection asa witness ? 

The Cnairman. You confer with your attorney first. 

Mr. Dotan (after conferring with counsel). First of all, I would 
like to inte rpo ean obiectio1 here as a witness. 

The CHAIRMAN. You h ive ho right to Interpose an objection. 

Mr. Dotan. I object, the 

The CHamman. If you want to interpose the Constitution, you may 


Otherwise, answer tli question. 


do so. 
Mr. Donan. I don’t remember. 
The CrarrMan. Your answer to the question is “I don’t remem 
ber” Is that vour answet1 

Mr. Dotan. That’s right, sir. 

Nii C‘ONNORS. Do vou remember I’ whether or not you generally 
opposed the trial of the 11 Communist Party leaders in New York City, 
col cd ected by Judge I] irold R. Medina? 


4 
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Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the priv ilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. May I consult my counsel on it? 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Dotan. Would you repeat the question again, sir? 

The CuarrMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Donan. I would like to object to the question on the eround that 
it violates the first amendment of the Constitution . 

The Cuairman. Do you refuse to answer, and on what ground do 
you refuse to answer, if you do refuse / 

Mr. Wrrr. There is no question. 

The CHarrman. The question is: Does he refuse to answer or is 
he going to answer ? 

Mr. Dotan. I would like to decline to answer that question on the 
erounds of the priv ilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Do you decline? What vou like is one thing. 

Mr. Donan. I decline on the same erounds. 

The Cuatrrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. May Task a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine.- Do you realize, sir, that if you are asked whether 
you performed a certain act and you test ified that you don’t remember, 
your answer carries implicit in it admission of the possibility that 
you might have performed that act? 

Mr. Donan. I don’t know about the law. I just don’t remember. 

Mr. Wirrr. That is a legal question and I would advise my client 
different on that and I don’t think it is fair for committee personnel 
to engage the witness in legal questions and give advice which I think 
Is improper. 

The CuatrmMan. It is not for you to say what is fair. You may ad- 
vise your client. 

Mr. Wirr. I advise my client that the only person in this room who 
is representing him legally is myself, and he is not to take advice 
from any other person in this room, advice of legal character. 

The Carman. That was a question and not advice. Mr. Sourwine 
propounded a question. 

Mr. Wirr. The advice was contained in the question as it has been 
In so many other questions. 

The Cuarrman. The question will be propounded. 

Mr. Wirr. If the witness has a legal question he has a right to 
consult me. 

The Cuarrman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Dotan. I will have to consult my counsel. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Donan. On this question, I have consulted my counsel and I 
must say I don’t agree with the interpretation of Mr. Sourwine. 

The Cramman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Donan. I'll have to consult my counsel again. 

The CratrMan. Is this for the purpose of delay now? 
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Mr. Wirr. No; I am not interested in delay. I wanted to stipulate 
to avoid delay. 

The Cuamman. You cannot stipulate to counsel advising the wit- 
ness. 

Mr. Wirr. I meant with respect to the claim of the fifth amend- 
ment and you refused to recognize my proposal for a stipulation. 

Mr. Dotan. May I consult my counsel / 

The Cuarrman. You have been consulting him. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wirr. Any time, you have a right to consult me. 

The Cuamman. I told you not to advise audibly. 

Mr. Donan (confers with counsel). This is a legal question and I 
am advised 

The Cuatrman. This is not a legal question. You answer the ques- 
tion. Either answer the question or decline to answer it and state 
vour grounds for declining. 

Mr. Donan (confers with counsel.) In view of the ruling I will 
have to decline to answer the question on the grounds of the privilege 
afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuamrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer. 

The CiatmeMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dolan, do vou admit the possibility that you 
might have sent the telegram to Judge Medina about which you were 
asked by Mr. Connors, and concerning which you said you did not 
reme! ber ? 

Mr. Dotan. I would like to consult my counsel on that question. 

(The witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Dotan. Will you repeat that question, Mr. Sourwine ? 

The CrarMan. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

The reeord was then read by the reporter. ) 

| Dotan. 1 do admit the possibility. 

Ir. SourwINE. That is all. 

Ir. Connors. You have been a member of the Civil Rights Con- 
ress, have vou not? , 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
t] privilege afforded me | y the fifth amendment. 


CnamMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 
Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

( NNorS. Do you KNOW f the Civil Rights Coneress has been 
cit Cor nist or subversive by any agency of the United States 
Go 

Mia. Dotan. I think I have read that some place; yes, sir. 

\i ConNoORs. Is it because of that that vou refuse to answer the 
question concerning your affiliation with it? 

Mir. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
pl eve afforded me by the fifth imendment. 

The CnatrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

M lo. AN. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In 1946, vou suggested to Arthur Bary, didn’t you, 


that a Denver chapter of the Civil Rights Congress be established ? 
Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege ifforded me by the fifth amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directs you to answer. 
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Mr. Donan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. And didn’t you and Bary go ahead and establish a 
chapter of the Civil Rights Congress in Denver ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to vou as a fact and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that you attended a meeting of the Civil Rights Con- 
gress in May 1951, which meeting was held in the Union Baptist 
Church at 3350 Lafayette Street, Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. ‘The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been a member of the International 
Labor Defense / 

Mr. Dotan. 1 decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
priv ileve afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair airects you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer. on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware that the International Labor Defense 
has been cited by the Attorney General of the United States as sub- 
versive and Communist 4 

Mr. Wirt. May he consult the list ? 

Mr. Connors. I am asking him if he is aware. 

Mr. Wirr. That’s why I’m asking. 

The CHairnmMan. The question is: “Is he aware?” Let us move 
along. 

Mr. Dotan. Without consulting the list, I’m not sure, sir. I will 
have to consult the Attorney General's list. 

Mr. CONNORS. IL put it to you as a fact and ask you to confirm or 
deny the fact that in October 1943, the letterhead of the International 
Labor Defense, with offices at Room 204, 112 East Nineteenth Street, 
New York, inciuded the name of Graham Dolan as and I quote “a 
member of th national committee” of the International Labo 
Defense. 

Mr. Dotan. 1 decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege aflorded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same g 

Mr. Connors. Have y ever been a member of the International 
Workers Order ¢ 

Mr. Douan. I decline to answer that question, on the grounds of the 
privilege atiordaed me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cnatrmin. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Douan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware that the International Workers Order 


i] 


rounds. 


has been cited by Government agencies as subversive and Communist 
Mr. Donan. | dex line to answer that question on the crounds of the 
prin ilege afforded m« by the fifth amendment. 
The CuatrmMaANn. The Chair directs you to answer. 
Mr. Dotan. 1 decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Connors. The question is: Are you aware that it has been 
cited? You either know that or you don’t know it. The privilege 
does not apply there. 

Mr. Doan. I dec oe to answer that — on the grounds of the 
privileges afforded me by the fifth amendment 

Mr. Connors. Are you satisfied 4 

Mr. Wirt. No. 

Mr. DoLAN (confers with counsel). I would like to amend ny 
inswer to that last question, sir. 

The CHairman. Very well. 

Mr. Dotan. | am aware. 

Mr. Connors. Why did you decline to answer the question in the 
first place ¢ 

Mr. Do.an. I declined to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever write a document or a pamphlet or a 

ork entitled “Score fo ~pP roore 7a 

Mr. Dotan. I de ms o answer ia question on the erounds ot the 
privilege afforded me “ the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. [ decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, you were coauthor of a narrative 
history of the Jewish People’s Iraternal Order of the Intern itional 
Workers Order, en titled “Score for Progress,” were you not? 

Mr. Donan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Crnatrman. The chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Now, is it part of your duties as an officer of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to prepare 
manuscripts for the International Workers Order and for the Jewish 
People’s Fraternal Order ? 

Mr. Dotan. I am not an officer of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. I ask you now as a member or as an official or em- 
ployee of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work- 

rs: Is it part of your duties to prepare manuscripts for the Interna- 
tional Workers Order and the Jewish People’s Fraternal Order ? 

Ir. Dotan. No; it is not part of my duties. 

Mr. Connors. Do you devote your entire time to the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. or are you a part-time 
emplovee ? 

Mr. Dotan. I’m a full-time employee. 

Mr. Connors. Are you allowed to take money from other organiza- 
tions or to perform work for other organizations? Are you per- 
mitted to do that ? 

"Mr. Dotan. I would like to consult counsel on this, please. 

(‘The witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Donan. Just so I’m clear, would you repeat that question? 

The CratrmMan. Will you read the question, please, Mr. Reporter? 

Phe record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Donan. Iam a full-time emplovee of the International Union 

of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. I assume that on my vacation, 











COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 226 


or after working hours I would be permitted to perform any othe 
duties that I might see fit to do, personally. 

Mr. Connors. Did you write that document or pamphlet on off 
duty hours, on vacation, or after working hours ? 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
privilege afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The CHamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Douan. I decline to answer that | 

The Cratrman. The committee wil 
on account of some other matters. We will reconvene at 9 o'clock 
tomorrow morning, if that is agreeable to counsel. 

Mr. Krirxe. All right. 

The CuHatrmMan. We will stand at recess until 9 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. The witness will return to the stand at that time. 

(Whereupon, at 5 p. m., Wednesday, October 8, 1952, the com- 


} 


mittee recessed until 9 a. m.. Thursday, October 9, 1952.) 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS IN VITAL 
DEFENSE INDUSTRY—INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER WORKERS 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1952 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE T'0 INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act, AND OrnerR INTERNAL 
Security Laws or rukr COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 9 a. m., in room 230, 
Federal Building, Hon. Pat McCarran (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator McCarran. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, committee counsel; Richard Arens 
staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, professional staff member ; and 
Donald D. Connors, Jr., investigator. 

The Cuamman. The committee will come to order. 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF GRAHAM PHILIP DOLAN, DENVER, COLO., 
ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW 
YORK, N. Y. 


The Cuamrman. Your name is Graham Dolan? 

Mr. Doan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have a middle name 4 

Mr. Dotan. Philip. 

Mr. Connors. Your address in Denver was 6000 West Twenty-ninth 
Avenue, Englewood ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. No, sir. That’s not my address. 

The CuarrMan. Did you have an address 6000 West Twenty-ninth 
Avenue? 

Mr. Dotan. I did at one time. 

The CHarrMan. That was about May 24, 1949? 

Mr. Dotan. I think that is when it was; yes, sir. Iam not certain. 

The Cuarrman. That was the date on which you entered the Nav y? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Was your book number in the Communist Party 
45712? 

Mr. Dotan. I haven’t admitted being in the Communist Party, sir. 

The Cyaan. I asked you the question, was your book number 
in the Communist Party 45712? 

Mr. Dotan. That’s like asking me if I beat my wife. 

The CuatrMan. Answer the question. 
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Mr. Doran. I will have to take the privilege afforded me by the 
fifth amendment on that question. 

The CyHatrrmMan. I hand you a photost: itic copy and ask you if that 
is a record of your book number in the Communist Party of America. 

Mr. Dotan. I will have to take the privilege afforded me by the 
fifth amendment not to answer that question. 

The Cuatrrman. All right, hand it back, please. 

Mr. Dotan. Don’t I have the right to counsel this morning ? 

The Cuairman. It will be inserted in the record. 

(The ecard referred to isas follows: ) 
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Remarks:« 


Phe Crraimman. You refuse to identify the number of your book in 
the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Dotan. I didn’t hear the question. 

The Cuatrman. You refuse to identify the number of your book in 
he Communist Party ? 

Mr. Doran. I would like to object to the character of the question. 

The CrarrMan. Never mind your objection, answer the question: 
Do you refuse to identify the number of your book in the Communist 
Party ’ 

Mr. Dotan. I didn’t say that. I claim the privilege. I claim the 
privilege of the fifth amendment and decline to answer. 

The Cnarrman. All right. You were a member of the Communist 
Party, were you not ? 

Mr. Dotan. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment and decline 
to answer. 

The CratrmMan. You are now a member of the Communist Party, are 
vou not ¢ , 

Mr. Dotan. I decline to answer and claim the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuarMan. That isall. You are excused. 

Mr. Dotan. Am I excused from the subpena, sir ? 

The CuatrMan. No, sir: you are not. 
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(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Skinner. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Connors advised me yesterday that he did not think 
the committee would want Mr. Skinner until 9:30 and I so advised 
Mr. Skinner. Nonetheless, I just asked some people to try to find 
him as soon as possible. 


Mr. Connors. I told you the approximate time 


he witnesses would 


be called. I told you to have them here about 15 minutes early. 
Mr. Wirv. I didn’t gather that about being 15 minutes early. You 
advised me that you would be another half hour with Mr. Dolan. 


The Cuamman. We will try to move along. We are going to stay 
here all night tonight if it is necessary. 

Mr. Wirr. I am advised that Mr. Skinner is in the vicinity and 
should be here in a few minutes. 

Mr. CONNORS. Are there any other withesses here, Mr Witt ¢ Is 
Mr. Larson here 4 

Mr. Wrrr. Mr. Connors advised me he would take Larson later. 

The CuatrmMan. Is he here? 


Call Mr. Larson. 


TESTIMONY OF ORVILLE LARSON, INTERNATIONAL VICE PRESI- 
DENT, INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL, AND SMELTER 
WORKERS 


Mr. Connors. Have you been sworn, Mr. Larson ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

The CratrmMan. You may state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Larson. Orville Larson, Miami, Ariz., vice president of Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelters Workers. 

Mr. Connors. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Larson. Fort Dodge, Ariz., June 11, 1905. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present residence ? 

Mr. Larson. Miami, Ariz. 

Mr. Connors. Street number, if you please. 

Mr. Larson. 408 Hicks Canyon. 

Mr. CONNORS. What is your present occupat ion? 

Mr. Larson. Vice president of the International Mine, Mill, and 
Smelters Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Is your title “western vice president” ? 

Mr. Larson. No, I think the technical name is just vice president. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been affiliated with the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Larson. Well, I think approximately since 1935, 1936. 

Mr. Connors. Has your affiliation with this union been uninter- 
rupted since 1935 ? 

Mr. Larson. There may have been a short time when I was not a 
member. Somewhere along in there I left there for a little while. 

Mr. Connors. When was that, Mr. Larson / 

Mr. Larson. That was before 1935. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been an officer of the Interna- 
tional Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Larson. Since January 1947. 


25258—_52——_16 
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Mr. Connors. And what offices have you held in this union? 

Mr. Larson. You mean the international union, or the local union ‘ 
Mr. Connors. International union, if you please. 

Mr. Larson. I have been an executive board member of district No, 
Yanda vice preside nt of the international. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been vice president ‘ 

Mr. Larson. I am trying to recollect, if you will pardon me. I 
believe it was September of 1949. — 

Mr. Connors. What is your present salary as vice president of this 
uli on ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Rouglily in the neighborhood of $5,800 a year. I don’t 
know whether that is exact or not, but it is fairly close. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have an expense account 4 

Mr. Larson. When I travel; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Approximately what was your expense account over 
the past 12 months ¢ 

Mr. Larson. I can’t answer that, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Was it as much as $5,000 ? 

Mr. Larson. I can’t answer that, sir; I do not know. 

The Craimman. Can you approximate it / 

Mr. Larson. I can’t say that, Mr. Chairman, because there is mile- 
age and rail and air travel in there. And there is $11 per diem in 
there. Frankly, I could give no information. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you file your expense account ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir; with the international union, I mean. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you last file an expense voucher ? 

Mr. Larson. At the end of September. 

Mr. Sourwine. Covering the month of September ? 

Mr. Larson. No; covering the 2-week period, the last 2-week period. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The last 2-week period of September ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And for how much was that voucher ? 

Mr. Larson. I can’t say how much. I think it was somewhere in 
the neighborhood of $350, may be $400. 

Mr. Sourwine. For the last 2 weeks of September ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. I had a lot of travel in that 2 weeks and I 
would say that for that 2 weeks it was probably that high. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that the biggest voucher you filed this year? 

Mr. Larson. I can’t answer that, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you say it was not the biggest voucher this 
year ¢ 

Mr. Larson. No; I didn’t say that, either, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it in excess of your average voucher? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Do you file every 2 weeks? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Have you filed every 2 weeks during this year a 
voucher for your traveling expenses ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes; I think so, I qualify that answer, Mr. Chairman, 
because sometimes we may delay the filing of a voucher and we may 
put two in at one time, but we ordinarly file a voucher at the end of 
every 2-week period. 

The Cuairman. I understood you to say that the approximate $400 
for the last 2 weeks that you filed was not quite the ave ‘age. 
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hot het & 


Mr. Larson. No, sir. There was a telephone bill in there of some- 
where in the neighborhood of $101, or something like that. 

The Cuairman. Where did you travel during the 2 weeks that 
you ran up a bill of somewhere in the neighborhood of $400, if you did 
run up a bill of $400? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t say that I ran up a $400 travel 
bill. I think you misunderstood me. 

The Cuatrman. I will put it this way: Where did you travel dur- 
ing the 2 weeks for which you filed the I: ast voucher ? 

Mr. Larson. I was in Washington. I went from New York to 
Washington by train. I went from Washington to Sudbury, Ontario, 
in my automoblie. 

The Cuatrman. Did you get a different rate when you traveled 
by automobile ¢ 

Mr. Larson. We are allowed 6 cents a mile for automobile travel. 

The CrairMan. Besides your per diem ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, 

The CHarrMan. Vise per diem is $11 a day, I understood you to 
say. 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirr. Excuse me for interrupting. I notice that Mr. Skinner 
is here and available any time you want him. 

The CuatrMan. Very well, he may remain outside until this wit- 
ness has concluded. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, at a rate of approximately $400 for every 
2 weeks your expense account over a period of 1 year would be about 
$10,000. Now, for the last 12 months was your expense account as 
much as $10,000 within your best recollection ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Connors, I have said that I cannot say what my 
expense account for a year was. It’s in the international office. 
Frankly, I do not know. I cannot give you a figure when I do not 
know the answer to that. 

The Cuatrman. Do you not have a pretty good idea as to what it 
was ¢ 

Mr. Larson. No, sir, Senator. I cannot, I have no reason to try 
and withhold this information from this committee. If I had it I 
could give it to you. 

The CuHarrMan. You cannot approximate it ? 

Mr. Larson. No; not within too close a range; no, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, can you explain the affiliation or con- 
nection that the Initernational Union of Mill, Mine and Smelter 
Workers has with the World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Larson. I don’t believe we have any affiliation with the World 
Federation of Trade Unions. I think the most we have is the con- 
ducting of correspondence with them, if I recollect. I may be wrong. 

Mr. Connors. Are you aware of the fact that Russky Golos for 
March 29, 1950, which is a Russian ne wspaper, carried an article, 
date line Paris, France, to the effect : 


The World Federation of Trade Unions has satisfied the request of American 
Trade Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to be accepted into the World 
Federation of Metallurgical Workers and Engineers. This trade-union was ex- 
pelled from the CIO during the past year. The CIO left the membership of the 
WFTU as a result of a decision of its leaders. 

Secretary of the WFTU, Henry Jourdain, indicated in his letter to the leader- 
ship of the Trade Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers: “We know that 
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you are forced to fight against some reactionary leaders who are betraying the 
cause of the toilers. Therefore, we value your Courage and the work of your 
joining the WETU in the highest degree. 
Is it within your knowledge that, according to the tenor of this letter, 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers did in 
fact afhliate itself with the WK ru ? 

Mr. Wrrr. I think there are two questions Mr. Chairman. Mr. Con- 
nors, before he read this item, asked Mr, Larson: Are you aware that 
this Russian nev spaper car) ied the item 4 Do you want him to answer 
this first ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Yes; if you please. 

Mr. Wrrr. Do you remember the first question, Orville ? 

The Cuairman. The question is: Are you aware of that article being 
ublished in the Russian newspaper. 

Mr. Larson. No; I am not. 

Phe CHatrMan. You did not see 1t? 

Mr. Larson. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Now, are you aware, of your own knowledge, that the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers is afliliated 
with the WETU within the meaning and the tenor of this article? Is 
that the kind of affiliation you understand the International Union ot 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers to have with the WETU 4 

Mr. Larson. You will have to read that letter back to me, sir, before 
l can give any answer at all. 

Phe Cuairman. Do you know what the WFTU is? 

Mr. Larson. It is the World Federation of Trade Unions. 

Mr. Sourwine. May the record show that the witness has been 
handed the sheet bearing the text of a letter which Mr. Connors pre 
viously read into the record ¢ 

Phe CHairMan. ‘The record may so show. 

Mr. Connors. The quest ion is, to the exclusion of prior questions : Is 
your understanding of the aililiation between the WFTU and the In- 
ternational Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers that that affilia- 
tion is generally in accord with the substance of this article ¢ 

Mr. Larson. My understanding of that letter is that they state we 
have been accepted into membership of the World Federation of 
Trade Unions. 

Mr. Connors. Yes; is that true? 

Mr. Larson. That is not my understanding of our position with the 
World Federation of Trade Unions. : 

Mr. Connors. What is your understanding of your position ? 

Mr. Larson. My understanding is that we only earry Oh corre 
spondence with the World Federation of ‘Trade Unions. 

Mr. Connors. I would like to submit this for the record, a trans- 
lation of an article appearing in a Russian newspaper. 

The CHarmman. This translation from the Russky Golos, March 
29, 1950, page 1, offered by counsel, will be inserted in the record. 

(The document referred to was marked and filed for the record.) 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, have you filed with the National Labor 
Relations Board an affidavit of a non-Communist union officer / 

Mr. Larson (conferred with counsel). Mr. Chairman, at this point 
I want to claim my privilege under the fifth amendment not to beat 
witness against myself. I therefore refuse to answer. 

The Cuairman. You mean by that if you were to answer it might 
tend to incriminate you ¢ 
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Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Show the exhibit to him. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, at this time I have a brief statement I 
would like to read to this committee. 

The Ciatmrman. You will submit it to the chairman. 

Mr. Larson. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Connors. I hand you now a photostatic copy of a document 
entitled “Affidavit of Non-Communist Union Officer.” bearing the 
signature Orville Larson. The address being 408 Hicks Canyon, 
Miami, Ariz., notarized on August 3, 1949. I ask you if that is your 
signature which appears on that document 

Mr. Larson (conferred with counsel). Mr. Chairman, I again claim 
my privilege from that answer under the fifth amendment on the 
ground it mieht tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. By that do you wish to say that an answer to the 
question might tend to incriminate you 4 

Mr. Larson. Iam sorry, I didn’t hear the question. 

The Cuatrrman. By your refusal to answer under the fifth amend- 
ment do vou mean to state to this committee that any answer you 
might oive might tend to ineriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Larson. I think that the formulation of my privilege under 
the fifth amendment ; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. Is that your si 
you by Mr. Connors / 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman. I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment on the grounds that an answer might tend to in 
criminate me. 

The CHaimman. Do you refuse to identify your own signature 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again clai 
fifth amendment because the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Cratrrman. On the 3d day of August 1949 did you take an oath 
before Elise FE. Johnson, a notary public in Cook County, Il. ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment because my answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cyatrman. I read into the record an instrument with refer- 
ence to which the witness is now testifving: 


nature on this instrument offered 


/ 


hi my privilege inder the 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
AFFIDAVIT OF NON-COMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 


The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 
1. Iam a responsible officer of the union named below 
2. I am not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated with such party. 
3. I do not believe in, and I am not a member of, nor do I support, any organi- 
zation that believes in or teaches the overthrow of the United States Government 
by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods 
INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MINE, MILL 
AND SMELTER WorKERS, CIO, 
[S] OrvILLe Larson, 
408 Hicks Canyon, Miami, Ariz 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of August 1949. A notary public 
or other person authorized by law to administer oaths and take acknowleds 
ments in and for the county of Cook, State of Illinois, 

My commission expires September 1950. 


[SEAL] [S] Eitse E. JoHNson. 
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Hi The attention of persons filing this form with the Board is directed 

sen nso (A) of the Criminal Code, which provides that any person willfully 

iking or causing to be made any false or fraudulent statements or representa- 

ns in any matter within the jurisdiction of the Board shal) be fined not more 
s10,000 or imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both. 

1 


Did vou ever see that form before ? 


Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 


ft] endment because the answer might tend to incriminate me. 


Phe CrarrMan. You are directed to answer that question 
Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim my privilege under the fifth 


end nt that any answer*may tend to incriminate me. 
Phe Cu RMAN. The exhibit will be entered in the record. 
{ The ffi lavits refi rred to aren follows:) 


—* UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS GOA 
AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 
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ror Weta 
- UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIOAS BOARD 


AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOMMUNIST UNION OFFICER 


(See instections cy reverse’ 


The undersigned, being duly 


1. Lam a responsible officer of the union ned below. 

2. Iam not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated with party 

3. 1 do not believe in, and | am net a member of nor do | support any org: 2 et ar 
teaches, ihe overthrow of the United Stats 20Vernmer roe or t an gal t 


methods 
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. Mr. Sourwine. The witness has offered a one-page d 
typewritten statement. I respectfully suggest that in \ ol 
shortness of this statement,f the witness de ; it become a pal 


. the record, he be instructed to read it. 
The CHarrMan. I have not read it yet. I will look 
look it over 1n just a minute. 
Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, do you live at 
Arizona? 
Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim th 
(Conference with counsel.) 
The CuatrrmMan. | do not believe he asked ior yi 
Mr. Larson. I have, Mr. Chairman, very definitely; ves, sir. 
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The CHatrman. Very well. 

Mr. Larson. I would like to have permission to strike that last 
partial answer, if I may. 

The Cuaiman. It may be stricken. 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir: | live there. 

Mr. Connors. In August 1949 did you live at 408 Hicks Canyon, 
Miami, Ariz. ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Yes; that was my residence. 

Mr. Connors. On the 3d of August 1949, did you live at 408 Hicks 
Canyon, Miami, Ariz. 2 

Mr. Hicks. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was there any other person named Orville Larson liv- 
ing at 408 Hicks Canyon, Miami, Ariz., on the 3d of August 19494 

Mr. Larson. Not that I know of, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Is it reasonable to think that you would know if any 
other person named Orville Larson were living at 408 Hicks canyon, 
Miami, Ariz., on the 3d of August 1949? 

Mr. Larson. Well, the 3d of August strikes no significant date in 
my mind, sir. But it is reasonable to assume that if there is any 
Orville Larson living at 408 Hicks Canyon it was myself; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. I hand you now another affidavit of non-Communist 

ion officer notarized the 15th of December 1951 at Gila, Ariz., bear- 
ng the signature Orville Larson, residence at 408 Hicks Canyon, 
Miami, Ariz. Lask you if you executed the document of which that isa 
phi tostatic copy. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim my privilege under the fifth 
imendment that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Phe CHamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
ifth amendment and refuse to answer because the answer might tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. Let the record show that the document referred to 
by the witness, which he refuses to answer questions concerning, in all 
respects excepting the nontypewritten matter is identical with the 
document read by the chairman of this committee just a few moments 
ago. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. Wirr. Yes, it is, sir. 

The CHairman. The words “International Union of Mine, Mill, 
nd Smelter Workers” is written in here. It is typewritten in the 
instrument that Tread. The name of the notary public is different. 
Phe name of the notary public on this instrument is Sam Lazovich. 

Mr. Wirrr. I don’t see that the name of the notary public make any 
difference. I am not interested one Way ox the other. 


Phe CuHairmMan. We will insert it in the record. 
Th , clo ument referred to was marked and filed for the recorcl. ) , 
The Cratman. Mr. Larson, you handed the chairman what you 


termed a statement, 2 one-sheet statement, just a few minutes ago. 


You were under oath when you handed that tome. Do you now swear 
to all and singular statements made on that sheet 2 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, before I answer that I would like the 
privilege of consulting counsel on that. 
The CuatrmMan. I stpposed you had consulted counsel before you 
handed it to me, but it is all rieht. 
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Mr. Larson. I did, Mr. Chairman, but I « lidn’t consult him on that 
particular question. (Confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Chairman, any statement of fact that is contained in my state- 
ment—lI certainly am under oath or I consider I am under oath. 

The CuatrMan. You would not hand the chairman a statement to be 
read that was not a statement of fact, would you 4 

Mr. Larson. I don’t think so, SIT; but the re are some things in here 
like “] invite tl lis committee to ask me—— 

The Cuairman,. Justa minute. Do you under your oath now swear 
to all and sinoular statemejits as set out in this statement which you 
handed to the chairman / 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir 

The CHairmMan. You may examine now, Mr. Sourwine, if you wish. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, may I read my statement as requested 

The Cramman. Just a moment. Mr. Sourwine will question you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection if the witness 
Wants to read this statement. I can interrupt him if I wish at the end 
of a paragraph just as well as pointing to it now. 

The Cuatrman. Very well. You may read it. 

Mr. Larson (reading) : 

Statement by Orvile Larson, international vice president, International Unior 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, before the Internal Security Subcommittee 
of the Judiciary Committee, United States Senate, Salt Lake City, Utah, Thursday, 
October 9, 1952. 

Mr. Sourwine. At this point, Mr. Larson, I want it clearly under- 
stood that you are not simply reading a document, but you are making 
a statement under oath: is that correct / 

Mr. Larson. I have said that: yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you prepare this statement 4 

Mr. Larson. Yes, si 

Mr. SourwWINE. Dace are your words ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sit 

Mr. Sourwitne. Go ahead. 

Mr. Larson (reading) : 


I want to say, first of all, that this nnion—the International Union of Mine, 


Mill, and Smelter Workers—does not engage in political strikes. and it never h 
Any testimony that claims or that implies that this union or its officers have 
been tried to organize or call a political strike is merely trying to create a 


headline sensation 
I am outraged at the suggestion made by a witness before this committee that 


our union, or one of its affiliated locals, engage nh av political strike in 1250 or 
in any other year 

I invite this committee to ask me questions ab this subject or about at 
other policy pursued by our union, especially since we have not | f pp 
tunity thus far hefore this committee to dis s the only issue which { 
to the rank and file of our union. ‘That issue is the policies of this union hat 


they are and how they are made. 


Mr. Sourwine. At that point, Mr. Larson, if I m uy interrupt, you 
have extended an invitation to the committee and It ink we will take 
advantage of it to a certain extent. You speak of a sremensation mace 
by a witness before this committee that your union or one ot 
affiliated locals engaged in a political strike in 1950 or in any other 
year. Tell us what you know about the suggestion made by the wit 
ness to whom you re fer. 

Mr. Larson. I know about that as newspaper accounts and I read 
last evening in the Deseret News and Salt Lake Telegram. The 
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glaring headlines about—I don’t recall the exact headlines now, but 
ex-spy or something charges that union called strike, or something like 
that, and the statements in the Salt Lake Tribune. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You read both of those stories; did you? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The story you speak about in the Deseret News is 
the story that had a double column line in the green-sheet edition, 
the final edition of the Deseret News? 

Mr. Larson. I don’t know what you mean by a double-length 
colunm. 

Mr. Sourwine. It has a headline that ran all the way across the 
page. 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And the outer sheet of the newspaper was green in 
color ? 

Mr. Larson. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You read that story through ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you read the story all the way through that 
as In this morning’s Tribune? 

Mr. Larson. No, I haven’t read that story, sir. I just bought the 
paper on the way downtown and I noticed on the front page some- 
thing that I have not fully read. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you did read all the way through the story in 
the issue we speak of in the "seababe News? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, s 

Mr. SourwIne. a that is the basis for your knowledge, which 
n turn forms the basis for this statement; is that right? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now do you have any knowledge whatsoever con- 
cerning any of the facts to which that witness testified, and by “that 
witness” may I specify that we refer to Mr. Matusow who testified 
here yesterday ¢ 

Mr. Larson. I of course have no personal knowledge of any con- 
versation between any two people in which I was not present. 

Mr. Sourwine. If you will pardon me, I asked a double-barreled 
question. I think in fairness I should separate that. 

(Mr. Larson confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, I am just saying to the witness that if 
any que stion is a compound question, or what Mr. Sourwine just said 
was double-barreled, the witness has a right to ask that the question be 
broken down. I think that is correct, isn’t it? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, the witness you refer to whose testimony 
you read about in the Deseret News, green-sheet edition, was Mr. 
Harvey Matusow, is that right ? 

Mr. Larson. May I consult counsel? That’s what I read in the 
paper. 

Mr. Sourwinr. His is the testimony that we are talking about ! 

Mr. "0m son. Yes, sir 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, my question is: Do you have any personal 
lo e concerning any of the facts which that newspaper reported 
Lhat Nir. Matusow te stified to? 

Mr. Larson. I am not too sure I understand that question. 

Mr. Sourwiner. You read that news story through, did you not? 


\ 


knowlede 





COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 237 


Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You know that that news story related that Mr. 
Matusow had testified to certain matters? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have any personal knowledge with regard 
to any of those matters ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Is that in regard to the direct conversation between 
Mr. Matusow and Mr. Jencks? 

The Crarrman. Listen to the question. That is not a compound 
question. That is very simple. 

Mr. Wirr. Just all the facts in the story. 

The Cuairman. I will have the question read back to him, because 
if is a very simple question. It could be answered “ves” or “no.” 
Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was read by the reporter as requested.) 

Mr. Larson. I would like to have you specify the matters. 

The ¢ JEAIRMAN. Do you have any personal knowledge? Do you 
not understand that? Do you have any personal knowledge as to the 
matters testified to by Mr. Matusow ¢ 

Mr. Larson. There is a raft of testimony in there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, you have here made a statement to the 
committee concerning some of the matters that he testified to. Is it 
not obvious to you that you must have some knowledge on which you 
base that statement ? 


The Cuamman. If not, why do you make it under oath ¢ 
Mr. LARSON. Of course " have knowledge, sir, that there was no 
political strikes called in this union, if that is the meaning of the 


question. 

The Crairman. Did he testify that there was a political strike ? 

Mr. Larson. He intimated it, si 

The Cuarmman. Did you hear his testimony ¢ 

Mr. LARSON. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Who intimated it ? 

Mr. Larson. He intimated in the story in the Deseret News, sir. 

The Cramrman. He did not testify in the Deseret News, he testified 
here under oath. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I said I was basing my statement on a 
statement that I read in the Deseret News. 

The Cuamman. Then, you do not know what you are talking about. 
Is that not true? 

Mr. Larson. No, sir: that is not true, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnaiman. You do not know the facts because you did not hear 
his testimony. 

Mr. Larson. I may not have heard his testimony, but I didn’t say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I heard his testimony. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Mr. Larson, it is clear, is it not, that you had some 
knowledge concerning some facts concerning which Mr. Matusow 
testified, or you would not ae 7 a statement about his testimony. 

Mr. y LARSON. Th: it’s correct, : I cert: ainly have knowle do re of the 
strikes that are called in this union; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have stated that you read the newspaper ac- 
count of Mr. Matusow’s testimony. 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir 








ts 
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Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware that Mr. Matusow identified before 
t] committee at least one official of this union as a Communist ¢ 
Larson. No, sir; I am not. ; 
Mr. Sourwine. The newspaper story related that fact, did it not ? 


Mr. Larson. That Ido not recall, sir. If you ser again clarify _— 
que tion, mavbe | can answer it. Do you mie: 1 loe al union oftic! li al, 
international union official 4 

\ir. SOURWINE. Do you remember that the newspaper story which 
was in the Deseret News last night stated that Mr. Matusow had iden- 


tified anyone during his testimony here,asa member of the Communist 
Party / 

Mr. Larson. Yes, I believe the newspaper story said that Mr. Matu- 
sow identified Mr. Jencks as a member of the Communist Party 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Jencks? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, s! 
Mr. Sourwtne. Do vou know whether Mr. Jencks is a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim my privilege under the fifth 
amendment, that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Phe Coamman. Wait a minute. The Chair directs you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

Vhe CHarmMan. Your statement invites this committee to ask you 
these questions. 

Now. answer the question. 

Mr. Wrrr. The record I don’t think will bear that out. 

The Cramman. Justamoment. Iam not asking for your criticism. 

Mr. Wirr. 1 am advising him. 

The CHatrmMan. You are not advising him. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer that in my own 
way. I have not been permitted to complete my statement. I was 
halte cl in the fin il pars LoT% ipl le whe re | claim ny privilege ul nder the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, read the final paragraph of your state- 
ment at this time. please 

Mr. Ciark (reading): 


As far as my political beliefs and affiliations are concerned, I have given much 
thought to the matter, especially in the light of testimony already given to the 
co itte I have concluded that I have no alternative except to refuse to 
ans we ich questions, in the exercise of my privileges under the fifth amend 

‘ titution, on the same grounds as set forth by our president 
John ¢ | l nis testimony 


Mr. Sourwtne. You have stated there, have you not, that as far as 
youl polit eal beliefs ind aff lations are concerned, you are going to 
claim the fifth-amendment privilege, have you not? — 

Mir. Larson. That’s part of my statement; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrine. The question I asked you was whether you knew 
Mr. J enc ks and you said you cid. | asked you if you ky le W whether 
he was a member of the Communist Party. Does that have anything 
to do with vow polit tical affiliations ? , 

Mr. Larson. That’s not all I claim. 

Mr. Sourwine. I asked you a question: Does the matter of whether 
Mr. Jencks is a member of the Communist Party have anything to 
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Mr. Larson. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment, and 
refuse to answer because the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question, 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again cialim my) pr vilege umder the 
fifth amendment, he refuse to answer, because the answer might tend 
to incriminate me. 


The Cuatmrma'’s. Let me ask you, Mr. Lat : Do you realize that 
you are now placing yourself in a position where you can be lad 
contempt of the Senate of the United States, and pul hed To. your 


contempt ¢ 
Mr. Wirr. May I advise the witness that the only person in this—— 


The CHAIRMAN. I told you to advise the witness, but not audibly. 
You will not advise him audibly. 
The witness confers with ms coul e].) 


The CHarrmMan. Are you advising him now how to answer 4 
Mr. Wirt. No, sir: I am advising him as to his legal rights. 
The CHamman. All right. 
: Mr. Sourwine. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman / 
Phe CHatrmMan. I think there is a question pending. Read the ree- 
ord, please, Mr. Re porter. Li am not certain. 
(‘The record was then read by the reporter.) 
Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I am advised by counsel that I am not. 
I appreciate your comments, + ‘ , 
The Cramman,. That is the advice of your counsel ? 
Mr. Larson. Yes 
The CiatrMan. And your counsel is Mr. Witt ? 
Mr. Larson. Yes, si 
Mr. Wirr. The record shows my appearance 
The Cuarmman. I want the record to show that you are here this 
morning. 
Very well. Then, maybe Mr. Witt and Mr. Larson could both be 
held in contempt. 
Mr. Wirr. I doubt it, sir. 
The Crarrman. I do not doubt it at all. 
Mr. Wrrr. And I have my opinion. 
The CratrmMan. I do not doubt that, and do not want your comment. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, you have in your statement invited 
the committee to ask you questions about this subject. You have re- 
ferred to specific testimony. You have here identified that testimony 
as the testimony given by Mr. Harvey Matusow before this commit- 
; . tee yesterday. That is the subject about which you have invited 
this committee to ask you questions. Now, you can’t have your cake 
and eat it too. If you are going to claim your privilege under the 
fifth amendment, not to answer questions about that subject, you 
can’t invite the committee to ask you questions about it. 

Now, I ask you now to te 11 the committee if you are going to claim 
your privilege with regard to that subject, and your invitation to 
the committee to ask you questions about it, or stand by your invita- 
tion to the committee to ask you questions about it ? 

Mr. Larson. Will you read that question back, please ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, may I consult with counsel? There 
are about five questions there. 

The Cuarrman. You may consult with counsel. 








240) COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 


(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know whether I can answer 

all those questions that are wrapped up in that or not. 

The Cirrarrman. There is just one question. 

Mr. Larson. I'd like to call to the attention of the committee that 
I invited this committee, sir, to ask me questions about the subject 
of— 

The Crarmman. Answer the question. Never mind making a 
speech. You m: iv me ake your speec hes later. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I am attempting to answer. 

The Cuamrman. Answer that question. 

Mr. Larson. I am attempting to answer it, sir. 

The CrHatrMan. You are attempting to make a speech. That is 
what you are doing. 

Mr. Larson. No, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Proceed to answer the question. I will interrupt 
you 1f you do not answer. 

Mr. Larson. I am again stating that if you will read my statement, 
I invite this committee to ask me questions about this subject, meaning 
strikes. I have not invited this committee to ask me any questions 
about my political beliefs or affiliations, or the political beliefs and 
affiliations of anyone else. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, the text of this statement is in the 
record, and will speak for itself. I do not want to bicker about what 
you invited, but I will ask you this—and I direct your attention to 
the fourth paragraph of your statement. 

Do you in the fourth paragraph of your statement invite the com 
mittee to ask you questions about any policy pursued by your union ? 

Mr. Larson. May I have the priv ilege of consulting counsel ? 

Mr. Sourwtne. Look at your statement, sir. I have directed your 
attention to the fourth paragraph of your statement, which reads: 

I invite this committee to ask me questions about this subject, or about any 
other policy pursued by our union. 

I ask you: Is that an invitation to the committee to question you 
about any policy pursued by your union ? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You will then answer fully, freely, and truth- 
fully, any questions we ask you about any policy pursued by your 
union? 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know of any policy ever pursued by your 
union which was dictated or suggested by Communists? 

Mr. Larson. May I consult counsel, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarman. All right. The question is: “Do you know?” 

(Mr. Larson confers with his counsel.) 

The CuatrrmMan, Are you telling him now what to answer? 

Mr. Wrrr. Will you read the question back, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Wirr. Do you want my answer on the record? 

My answer on the record is that I am advising my client about 
his legal rights. 

The CHarmman. All right. 

You are directed to answer the question propounded by Mr. Sour- 
wine. 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 241 


Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, may I again consult with counsel ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

The Carman. Now read the question by Mr. Sourwine to the 
witness. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. 

Mr: Larson. Mr. Chairman, I will have to ¢ 1 iim the privilege under 
the fifth amendmeni. 

The Cuatrrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. The 
Chair not only directs you to answer the question, but under your 
invitation, made in your written statement under oath to this com- 
mittee, you asked for that question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim the protection under the 
fifth amendment, that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, a moment ago, you said that you 
invited the committee to ask you any question about any policy pursued 
by your union. Do you still stand by that invitati on? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I invite this committee to question me 
on any policy concerning wages, hours, working conditions, strikes, 
any trade-union policy of this union. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are limiting your invitation a little bit now, 
are you not? 

Mr. Larson. May I—not in my understanding of the statement ; no, 
sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is it an unlimited invitation to ask you questions 
about any policy pursued by your union? 

Mr. Larson. May I again consult counsel, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Caiman. Yes. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Larson. Yes, so—— 

Mr. Sourwiner. Do you know of any policy—— 

Mr. Larson. Justa minute. I haven’t finished my answer, sir. Yes, 
except insofar as it invades my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Carman. Wait a minute. Do you refuse to answer? You 
cannot answer partly and then invoke the fifth amendment. You 
cannot answer partly and then invoke the fifth amendment or any 
other amendment you want to invoke. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, do you know of any policy pursued by 
your union, since you have been an officer thereof, which was not in 
accord of the policies and desires of the Communist Party of America? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again invoke my privilege under the 
fifth amendment. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
that it tends to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. The Chair directs you now to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you realize, Mr. Larson, that you are refusing 
now to negate the idea that your union is controlled by the Commu- 
nist Party? Do you realize that? I draw that to your attention as 
a man and as a witness under oath. 

Mr. Larson. Will you read that question again, Mr. Reporter? 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 
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The Crarrmman. Are you telling him now what the answer to that 


/ 

Mr. Wirr. No, sir; I am advising the witness as to his legal rights. 
The Cuarman. Are you telling him how to answer it? 

Mir. ? ir. On the record, I am not, sir. 


HAIRMAN. On the record you are not ¢ 


ry} 
Mr. i irr. On the record, I am not, and I again invite you to accept 


my suggestion that I will advise him audibly 

The Cuamman. I do not accept any suggestion from you at all. Ido 
not want vour sug@estions, 

Mr. Wrrr. It is just to protect myself against your unfounded 
nsil iL1Ol 


Phe Cuamman. If you make one remark more like that I will 
move you from the room. You will stay out the next time. Just 
one more remark like that and you will go out. 

Mr. Marshal, be ready to remove this man if I call for you. 

Now, read the question to the witness. 





{ The record wis the n read by the re portel oe 

Mr. . srsoN. Mr. Chairman, I realize my legal rights. 

The Cuarrman. That is the only answer you wish to make to it? 

Mr. ees Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwrne. May I continue, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, su 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, you speak in here of the subject of 
strikes. 

Phe Cuarmman. “You speak in here”—speaking where ? 

Mr. Sourwrne. In the statement which you have made to this com- 
mittee, on the sub ject of strikes. You spe valk particularly of the poli- 
cies of your union, to use your words, “what they are and how Gey 
are made.” 

I ask you to tell us, in the making of the policies of your union, 
have the Communists played any part? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again wish the privilege of consulting 
counsel. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim my privilege under the fifth 
amendment, that the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment, and refuse to answer because the answer might tend 
to incriminate me, 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, did your union eall a strike in 1950? 

Mr. Larson. There may have been strikes in 1950; yes, sir; but if 
you'll be specific, I will try and give you a specific answer. There 
undoubted] were strikes in 19503; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, you are the witness. You are an of- 
ficial of the union. Iam asking you about a matter peculi: arly within 
your knowledge, because the committee wants information. 

Do you know that there were strikes called by the Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers during the calendar year 1950? 

Mr. Larson. _— probably were—yes, sir—strikes called in 1950. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I don’t want a “probably.” I asked you: Do you 
know that there were strikes ? ; 
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The Cuarman. In 1950. 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the calling of 
those strikes ? 

Mr. Larson. I don’t call strikes, sir. The membership of this union 
calls the strikes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I asked you if you had anything to do with the 
calling of any of those strikes. That is susceptible of a simple 
“Yes” or “No” answer. Either you did or you didn’t. 

Mr. Larson. The only answer, again, sir, I can give you is that the 
rank and file of this union calls their strikes. 

The Cuairman. The question is: Did you have anything to do with 
the calling of those strikes? Did you have anything to do with them ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Jencks have anything to do with any of 
those strikes ¢ 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Travis have anything to do with any of 
those strikes / 

Mr. Larson. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you a Communist ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, again I claim the privilege under the 
fifth amendment and refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me, 

The Cratrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. Jencks a Communist ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Crairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. Travis a Communist / 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment, because the answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cramman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again claim my privilege under the 
fifth amendment on the grounds the answer might tend to incriminate 
me. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, do you know of any strike in which 
your union participated in 1950 which was not directed by the Com 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I claim my privilege—— 

Mr. Sourwine. [f you claim your privilege on that—— 

The Cuarrman. Let him answer. 

Mr. Larson. [I want to consult with counsel, and I would appre- 
ciate it if I may have that right without comments. 

The CHarrmMan. You do not have to appreciate it; you have the 
right. 

Mr. Larson. Very well. 

(‘The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

The Cuatmman. Read the question to the witness, please, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

(The question was then read by the reporter.) 

The Crrarrman. The question is: Do you know ? 
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Mr. Larson. No. 

(The witness again confers with counsel. ) 

The CHarmmMan. Wait aminute. You are not telling him to change 
his answer? He has not asked for your consultation. 

Mr. Wirr. It is up to him now. 

The Cuarmman. There is nothing pending now. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask you a question, sir? On 
procedure ? 

Do I have to ask you every time? I’m only asking that for infor- 
mation, that I consult ? 

The Cuarrman. Just say, “I desire to consult with my counsel.” 
You do not hi ave to ask me at all. Say you desire to consult with 
counsel, and that will be all there will be to it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman. I want to do a rather unusual thing. 
If this were a trial, if I were a prosecutor, if we were endeavoring to 
trap ~ witness, I would seek to close this record in a hurry on that 
answer, but I think that question was so desperately important to this 
union that it should be asked again and the witness should be given 
another chance to answer it. 

The Cratrman. He has put his union into a most unhappy position 
by his sworn answer to the last question. There is no question about 
that. 

However, he was advised by his counsel. He sought the advice 
and the record will show that he had the advice of counsel before he 
made the answer. 

Why make any further record? You may ask any question you 
wish. 

Mr. Wrrr. May the witness have that question reed back again? 
May I say this for the record: It has a compound question—— 

The Cramman. There was no compound character to it, and you 
would not have the right to raise it if it were. 

Mr. Wirr. That’s my point. That’s why we get into these problems, 
sir. 

May I have the privilege of having that question read back ? 

The Cnamman. No. If the witness asks for it he can have it. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, may I have it read? 

The CrarrMan. The question may be read back and your answer 
with it. 

(The record was then read by the reporter, as follows :) 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, do you know of any strike in which your union 
participated in 1950 which was not directed by the Communist Party? 

Mr. Larson. No. 

Mr. Larson. I certainly misunderstood that question. I understand 
that question now. He is saying that the Communist Party 

Mr. Sourwine. I didn’t say anything. I asked you a question. 

The Cuamrman. He asked you a question, and before you answered 
the question you consulted counsel and you got the advice of counsel 
and then you answered, 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I still did not understand the question. 

The Cuairnman. All right. What is it you do not understand 
about it ? 

Mr. Larson. May I have the question read back again? 

The CuatrmMan. Certainly. 

(The record was again read by the reporter.) 
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Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to consult counsel. 

The Cuatrman. Very well. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, now that I believe I understand the 
question, I will try to answer it. 

I know of no strike in 1950 in this union that was conducted by 
the Communist Party. 

The CuarrMan. That is not the question. Read the question, please, 
Mr. Reporter 

Mr. Larson. That was directed by the Communist Party. 

The Cuamman. Now, you change your answer again. 

Mr. Larson. I say I know of no such strike in the year of 1950 
that was condue ted—pardon me—directed by the C ommunist Party. 

Mr. Sourwiye. Mr. Chairman, I want to be sure that the record 
does not get confused. 

Do you, Mr. Larson, know of any strike conducted by the Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers during the year 1950 which was 
not directed by the Communist Party ? 

The Cuamman. We will have that question read to you so you may 
understand it. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I know of no strike in 1950 conducted 
by the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers that was directed by the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Larson, do you know of any strike in which 
the Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers participated in 1950, 
which was not urged and counseled by Communists within the union, 
before the strike was called ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to consult counsel. 

The CuarrMan. You better have that question read again to you 
before you consult counsel. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter). 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Larson. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment; the 
answer might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully again claim my privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Crarrman. I direct you to answer the question, and under your 
invitation to this committee to ask you questions on that subject: I 
direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. L arsoN. Mr. Chairman, I must again respectfully decline and 
claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwrxr. Mr. Larson, I call your attention to the fact that you 
have not only invited questions on this subject ; you have testified on 
this subject. You have volunteered a statement on this subject in your 
own words. It is the contention of this counsel—and I do not mean 
this as legal advice to you, but only as a warning, and it would be the 
advice of this counsel to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate— 
that you do not have the right to claim privilege with regard to that 
question. 

I ask you, for your own protection, to consult with your counsel 
again, and I will request the chairman to direct you once more to 
answer the question. 
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(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Answer the question, Mr. Larson. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I again respectfully call to the atten- 
tion of this committee that I have invited questions on union policy. 
I have not invited questions on the subject of political beliefs or affili- 
ations. I must again respectfully decline to answer the question and 
claim my privileges under the fifth ame ndm rent. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you ¢ laim your privilege on the ground that an 
answer given might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, do you realize the privilege under the 
fifth amendment which you claim is a personal privilege, and it pro- 
tects you! 

Mr. Larson. I understand it is a personal privilege, yes, sir, and 
that it is designed to protect me, yes S, SIT. 

Mr. Connors. And you understand, do you not, that you are within 
vour legal rights when you claim the privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment, in declining to answer a question which might incriminate you 4 

Mr. Larson. I have the ordinary layman’s understanding of that, 
yes, sir. Tama a anes I have that. 

Mr. Connors Are you an elected officer of the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Larson. Yes, sir 

Mr. Connors. Do you have in your own judgment a moral obliga- 
tion to the members of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers, who elected you, to testify wholly and truthfully 
before this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to consult counsel on that. 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. LARSON. Yes, I have the obligation to do that. except where, in 
my opinion, it invades what I consider my rights, personal rights. 

The Cuairman. The membership of some other person in the Com- 
munist Party could not affect your personal rights, could it ? 

(Mr. Larson confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman— 

The Cuarrman. Let the record show that the witness is consulting 
with counsel, or counsel is consult Ing’ with the wit ness, either way you 
want to put it. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to continue the consulta- 
tion for a moment. I want to be sure of my legal rights. 

The CHatrman. How long? 

Mr. Larson. I think it will be just a moment, sir. I’m not trying 
to delay the hearing. 

sm Cuamman,. All right, because I am going to tell you we are 

oing to stay here until this is over, so you need not do that. 

Sis. Larson. That is farthest from my thoughts, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman, All right, vou may proceed, 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I was trying to find out my legal rights 
here. 

The Cuairman. You found them out? 
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Mr. Larson. It is my understanding that by refusing to answer 
questions regarding others, I am protecting my own rights. That’s 
my underst: unding of my legal rights under the fifth aniendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. P roceed. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Larson, are you content to let this record show 
that you have placed your legal rights to avoid self-incrimination 
above your moral obligation to testify fully, freely and truthfully 
before this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Larson. I again would like to consult with counsel, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CuHarmman. All right. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Larson. The reason. Mr. Chairman, I have to consult counsel 
continuously is there are three or four questions wrapped up here in 
one. 

The Caiman. There are not three or four questions. There is just 
one question. You have your counsel. You asked to consult him. 
The Chair permits you to do so. 

Mr. Larson. Can I have the question read back, sir? 

The Cuamman. Read the question please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think I have done that. 

Mr. Connors. I suggest that the record will speak for itself. 

I have no further - a 

The CHatrMan. Thatisall. You are excused. 

Mr. Wirt. Is Mr. pee son released from his subpena ¢ 

The Cuamman. No; he is not released as yet. 

Mr. Larson. Mr. Chairman, I have some other duties to perform. 
IT wonder if I can at least be released from the courthouse, in order 
to perform them, and Mr. Witt, I will assure you, will know where 
Tamat all times, and I will be available for him. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Very well. Let the record show that the statement 
offered by the witness Orville Larson, with reference to which he testi- 
fied, is filed for the record at his request. 

(The document referred to was marked and filed for the record.) 

(Witness excused temporarily.) 


TESTIMONY OF ALBERT CHESTER SKINNER, SALT LAKE CITY, 
UTAH, ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
NEW YORK, N. Y., AND KENNETH N. KRIPKE, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. Connors. Have you been sworn, Mr. Skinner? 

Mr. SKINNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Identify yourself by name, residence, and occupa- 
tion, if you please. 

Mr. SKINNER. My name is Albert C. Skinner. The address is 2500 
North Beck, Salt Lake City. My occupation is regional director for 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, in this 
area, and coordinator of the Kennecott Bargaining Council. 

Mr. Wirt. May the record show my appearance now as counsel for 
Mr. Skinner? 
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The CruarMan. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education, Mr, Skinner! 

Mr. Skinner. I have comple ‘ted a high-school education. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment since the termina- 
tion of your educ ation ? 

Mr. Sxrvner. Sir, I have held a good many jobs since I graduated 
from high school in 1926. I have been a truck driver. 

Mr. Connors. Pe une I can refresh your recollection, Mr. Skinner. 

Were you employed | ry the National Association of Die Casting 
Workers in Toledo, Ohio, in approximately 19414 

Mr. Skinner. Prior to that I worked for the Libbey-Owens-Ford 
Glass Co. and did become employed by the National Association of 
Die Casting Workers, I believe, in 1939. 

Mr. Connors. And did this union not merge with the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in approximately 1942? 

Mr. Skinner. It did. 

Mr. Connors. And were you at that time an officer of National As- 
sociation of Die Casting Workers? 

Mr. Skinner. No, sir; I was not an officer. I was a representative. 

Mr. Connors. Were you a paid employee of that union? 

Mr. Skinner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. And did you then become a paid employee of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Skinner. Following the merger; yes, sir. 

Mr. Connor. In 1949 were you still employed by the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in Chicago? 

Mr. Skinner. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Connors. And in approximately 1948 did you work as an 
organizer for this same union in the Rocky Mountain area, generally ? 

Mr. Skinner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you held your present position as 
regional director? 

Mr. Skinner. In this area? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Skinner. Since 1948. 

Mr. Connors. What does this area of which you are regional diree- 
tor comprise? What territory? 

Mr. Skrnner. It covers our local unions in Utah, Nevada, and 
southern Idaho. 

Mr. Connors. To what extent does your present occupation involve 
organizing activities ? 

Mr. Skinner. Well, organizing is part of the responsibility that 1 
have as international representative. The other part is servicing local 
unions, assisting them in negotiations and similar activities. 

Mr. Connors. Then part of your occupation now is to seek to organ- 
ize workers in appropriate establishments into local unions of the 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers; is that correct ? 

Mr. Skinner. That’s correct. 

Mr. Connors. What is your present salary, Mr. Skinner? 

Mr. Skinner. $99 a week. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have an expense account ? 

Mr. Skinner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Can you estimate for the subcommittee the amount 
of your expense account over the last 12 months? 
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Mr. Skinner. Well, sir; that is pretty difficult. 

Mr. Connors. I realize that. 

Mr. Sxryner. I get a per diem allowance if I am assigned to leave 
the city of Salt Lake for union business, and transportation allow- 
ance, so it varies from one pay period to another, and I don’t have 
any of those figures here. 

Mr. Connors. Do you have any recollection at all of the figures? 

Mr. Skinner. No; I don’t have anything here with me that I could 
refer to that would give you some approximate estimate. 

Mr. Connors. Do you submit vouchers by way of expense accounts ? 

Mr. Sxinner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. When did you last submit a voucher? 

Mr. SKINNER. For the last pay period, ending September 30. 

Mr. Connors. What was the amount of that voucher? 

Mr. Skinner. The amount of the expenses? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr.-Sxinner. I believe it was about $77. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that the total amount of reimbursement called 
for by the voucher ? 

Mr. Skinner. Well, I said it was approximately $77. 

Mr. Sourwine. The total amount that the voucher called for was 
the payment of about $77? 

Mr. Skinner. That’s right. 

Mr. Connors. That was for a 2-week period ? 

Mr. SKINNER. Semimonthly. 

Mr. Connors. Is that representative—would you say—of the ex- 
pense vouchers which you have submitted over the past 12 months? 

Mr. Skinner. Not very well, sir. If I don’t go out of town at all 
during a pay period, it’s usually less than that amount. 

If I do go out of town and there is unusual traveling or per diem, 
then it could run higher than that and very often does. 

Mr. Connors. Do you submit an expense voucher bimonthly or 
twice a month ? 

Mr. Skinner. That’s right. 

Mr. Wirr. The witness said “semimonthly,” not “bimonthly.” 

Mr. Connors. The witness and I both understand the question. 

Mr. Wirr. I just want the record to be clear. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Skinner, are you a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). According to the fifth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States, I do not choose to bear 
witness against myself, and, therefore, refuse to answer. 

The Cuatrman. Do you refuse to answer on the ground that your 
answer might tend to incriminate you, under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Skinner. I said, Mr. Chairman, I refuse to answer—— 

The Cuamman. You can answer my question yes or no. 

Mr. Skinner. Well, sir, the United States Supreme Court—— 

The CuarrMan. I am not asking about the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Do you refuse to answer on the ground under the fifth amendment 
that your answer might tend to incriminate you and, therefore, you 
invoke the fifth amendment? Is that your answer? Is that your 
position ? 
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Mr. Skinner. Does the committee say that I have to answer it 
that a 

The Cramman. I did not say you had to answer it that way. I 
asked you if that was your position. You can answer that yes or no, 

Mr. Sxrnner. Sir, is there anything wrong with the way I did 
answer ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Iam not telling you there is anything wrong. You 
have your counsel there. I am asking you a question. You can 
answer it ves or no. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 
The CuarrmMan. I am waiting for your answer. 

Mr. Skinner. My answer is that I refuse to answer on the grounds 
as stated before. 

The Cnamman. State them again. What are your grounds? 

Mr. Skinner. The grounds are that the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States permits me the privilege to refuse 
to answer that question on the basis that I do not wish to bear witness 
against myself, 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse on the grounds as just stated.® 

The Cramman. Proceed, Mr. Connors 

Mr. Connors. Are you saying, Mr. Skinner, that you do not wish 
to bear testimony against yourself, which testimony might incriminate 
you! 

Mr. SkInneER (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer that, sir, 
on the grounds of the privilege under the fifth amendment of the 
United States Constitution. 

1 he ( HAirmMAN. What is there about that question that might tend 
to incriminate you if you answered it in the negative 

Read that question to the witness please, Mr. Reporter, so that he 
may understand it. 

(The pending question, as heretofore recorded, was read by the 
reporter.) 

The Cuarreman. Now read my question to him before he confers 
with counsel. 

(The pending question, as heretofore recorded, was read by the 
reporter. ) 

Mr. Skrnner (confers with counsel). My answer to that is I claim 
the privilege permitted me under the fifth amendment of the Con- 
a of the United States. 

The Cuairman. Do you claim that same privilege to my question ? 

Mr. mn I do, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment of 
the Constitution of the U nited States. 

The Cratrman. In other words, if you deny that you are a Com- 
munist, you think you might incrimin: ite you; is that ‘right ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The Cuatrman. Do you not know, as a matter of fact, that if you 
denied that you were a Communist you would be entirely free from 
any charge that might incriminate you? 

Mr. Skrnner (confers with counsel). IT understand, sir. that the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution is to protect the innocent. 
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The Cuarrman. If you were innocent, then you do not have to in- 
voke the fifth amendtient. Isn’t that true? 

Mr. Skinner. I would like to read what the Supreme Court says 
about that. 

The CHairman. I don’t care what you think the Supreme Court 
says. Kither answer the question or state why you do not answer it. 

Mr. Skinner. Sir, the Supreme Court doesn’t say— 

The Cuarrman. I did not ask you about the Supreme Court. You 
have your counsel now. Either answer the question or state why you 
do not answer. 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). Senator, I claim the privilege 
under the fifth amendment of the Constitution of the United States. 

The Cuatrman. All right. I will ask you now directly are you a 
member of the Communist Party of America ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

The CHarrMan. By that answer, do you admit that you are a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party of America? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of our country. 

The Cuairman. The (¢ ‘hats directs you to answer. 

Mr. Sxrnner. I claim the privilege, sir. 

The Cramman. Very well. 

Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact you attended a Communist Party Midwest regional schoo 
for leadership training in Chicago from December 8 to December 22, 
1945. 

Mr. Wirr. Was that a question ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes; it is a question. 

Mr. Sxrnner. Will you read the question, please ? 

The CHarrman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The pending question, as above recorded, was read by the re- 
porter.) 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). I claim the privilege of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution of my country. 

The Cuatrman. If you answered that question in the negative, do 
you claim that you would invoke the fifth amendment if you could 
answer the question in the negative ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment, Senator. 

The CHairMaNn. It is because you cannot answer it in the negative 
that you are claiming the privilege of the fifth amendment; isn’t that 
true ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. Sir, that isn’t what the United States Supreme 
Court—— 

The Cuatrman. I did not ask you about the Supreme Court. I 
asked you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CrairrMan. Because your answer to that question, if truthfully 
made, might tend to incriminate you; is that your position ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment, Senator. 

The Cnatrman. The fact of the matter is you did attend that school ; 
did you not? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 
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The Cuatrman. The fact of the matter is that you were trained as 
a Communist leader; were you not ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The fact of the matter is that you went to that 
school for the purpose of being trained as a Communist leader. That 
is true: is it not? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer those questions. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment of the United States Constitution permits me as a citizen to re- 
fuse to bear witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. And you would be bearing witness against your- 
self if you answered the question tr uthfully ; is that it? 

Mr. Skrwner. That’s not what the United States Supreme Court 
Bays. 

The CHAIRMAN, I did not ask you about the Supreme Court. I 
asked you for a “yes” or “no” answer to that. You would be bearing 
witness against yourself if you answered the question truthfully ; is 
that true ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know what the Abraham Lincoln School is? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

The CuarrMan. What is your answer? 

Mr. Skinner. On that question, I claim the privilege of the fifth 
amendment of the United States Constitution, 

* The Cuarrman. Mr. Skinner, where were you born? 

Mr. Skinner. Where was I born ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sxrnner. In Middletown, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman, And where did you spend the greater part of your 
life, here in Utah, or in New York? 

Mr. Skinner. My family moved from Middletown, N. Y., to Ohio 
when I was about 4 years old and we lived in Ohio from that time until 
I was passed my twenties. I went through school in Ohio. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that in Toledo? 

Mr. Skinner. Part of the time I lived in Toled. sir. I became 
‘tive in the labor movement when—— 

The Cuarrman. I did not ask you that. 

How much of your life have you spent in the Sti.te of Utah? 

Mr. Skinner. Approxim: itely 414 years. 

The Cuamman. Where have you been living during those years? 
Mr. Skinner. Here in Salt Lake. 

The Cuamman. Were you living in Salt Lake when you went to the 
Communist school ? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I understood, Senator, that a man was innocent 

The Cuatrman. I did not ask you for your understanding. Just 
answer that question. It calls for an answer of “yes” or “no.” 


a 





Were you living in Salt Lake when you attended the Communist 
school of training ? 

Mr. SKINNER. ‘Tx ‘annot attempt to answer it in my own way ? 

The Caarman. You answer the question, now. You know how 
to answer that question. You know where you were living when you 
attended that school. : 
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Mr. Sxinner. In other words, you won’t permit me to answer the 
way I want to answer ? 

The Cuairman. Just answer the question. 

Mr. Sxrnner. I only can answer it the way you want me to answer 
it? : 

The Crarrman. Answer the question. Answer it, or else claim 
your privilege, one of the two. You can claim your privilege. 

Mr. Skinner. Apparently I have no choice to claim the privi- 
lege—— 

The Cuamman. I do not want your arguments. I will move you 
out of here in a minute. You will not even get a chance to testify. 
Answer that question. 

Mr. Sxrvner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution of my country, Senator. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. Very well. 

Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Do you understand that the form of government in 
this country is constitutional, Mr. Skinner? ; 

Mr. Sxrwner. Well, sure it’s constitutional as far as I know. I’m 
not sure I know what the meaning of your question was. 

Mr. Connors. In your own mind do you understand we have a con- 
stitutional form of government? 

Mr. Skinner. Constitutional form of government; yes, sir. That’s 
what I was taught in school. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know, Mr. Skinner, that the Communist 
Party of the United States of America seeks to overthrow the con- 
stitutional form of government of the United States by force and 
violence ? 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). I claim the privilege of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse, Mr. Chairman, to answer, on the basis of my 
rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Do you mean by that answer, Mr. Skinner, that you 
have such a perfect knowledge of the aims of the Communist Party of 
the United States of America to overthrow the constitutional govern- 
ment of the United States by force and violence that a truthful answer 
to that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I don’t understand that my use of the fifth amend- 
ment is that kind of an interpretation. I understood in American 
law you were innocent until you were proven guilty. 

Mr. Connors. Answer the question. 

The Cuarrman. Answer the question, Mr. Skinner. 

Mr. Sxrnner. Read the question, please. 

The Cuarrman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The pending question, as heretofore recorded, was read by the 
reporter. ) 

Mr. SkiNNeER (confers with counsel). I refuse to answer the ques- 
tion, sir, on the grounds of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 
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Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, sir, under the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know, or have you known, a man named 
Mandel Terman, T-e-r-m-a-n ? 

Mr. Skinner. Would you identify him, sir? 

Mr. Connors. Do you know any man named Mandel Terman? 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). I have to claim my privilege, 
sir, under the fifth amendment, to that question. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sxrnner. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever sign as maker or surety on a note to one 
Mandel Terman of the Terman Tire & Supply Co. in Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). I claim the privilege of the 
fifth amendment on that question. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. What is there about that question, your signing a 
note to this man, that would tend to incriminate you under the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution ? 

Mr. Skinner. Well, this committee has so many loaded ques- 
tions—— 

The Cuatrman. Never mind that. What this committee does is a 
matter for the committee to decide. 

Mr. Sxrnner. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment of the Constitution. 

The Cnamman. Was that a promissory note that you signed ? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. Were you not one of several individuals who acted 
as a signer or a surety on a note to one Mandel Terman of the 
Terman Tire & Supp ly Co., in Chicago, Ill., which money was to be 
used for the benefit of the Abraham Lincoln School in Chicago? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment, si 

The CuatrMan. Do you refuse to answer under the fifth amendment 
that your answer to that, if truthfully given, might tend to incrim- 
inate you? 

Mr. Skinner. That’s not what the Supreme Court said. 

The Cnarrman. I did not ask you for the Supreme Court. Answer 
my question. We know more about the Supreme Court than you 
do. 7 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds of the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know of any organization or any person who 
in 1944 had the address 208 North Wells Street, Chicago, Ill.? 

Mr. Skinner. Can you identify the building ? 
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Mr. Connors. If you don’t recall it, simply say so. 

Mr. Skinner. I must consult my attorney. 

(Confers with counsel.) 

Mr.. Skinner. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
my privilege under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

“Mr. Connors. Did you ever reside at 2112 South Drake, Chicago, 
Til. ? 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). Would you repeat the 
address ?, 

Mr. Connors. 2112 South Drake. 

Mr. Sxinner. I believe that’s the correct address, former address 
of myself and my family in Chicago. 

Mr. Connors. Did you, in Chicago, have an office at 1703 West 
Madison ¢ 

Mr. SKINNER. Yes. sir: I believe that’s the correct address, 

Mr. Connors. Do you know it is the correct address ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. It was on the corner of Madison—— 

Mr. Connors. Was the address 1703 West Madison ? 

Mr. SkinNer. I am quite sure it was, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever hear of the labor commission of the 
Communist Party of Illinois? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
my rights under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse, Senator, on the grounds as stated. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Skinner, what is meant in Communist Party 
jargon by the following phrase, “Labor commission steering com- 
mittee’? 

Mr. Sxrnner. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Crarrman. Do you know what is meant by that language ? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment, as stated. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to aftswer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Did you ever hear that language before ? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

The Cramman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the grounds as stated. 

The Cuamrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever serve on a labor commission steering 
committee of the labor commission of the Communist Party of 
Illinois ? 
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Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment of 
the Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sxrnner. I claim my privilege, Senator, as stated. 

The Cyamman. You did, as a matter of fact, serve on that com- 
mission, did you not ? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege, Senator, as stated before. 

The Crairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege, Senator, under the fifth amend- 
ment of the Constitution. 

The Crarman. If the record shows that you did serve on that 
commission, would that record be erroneous ? 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). I claim my privilege, Sena- 
tor, under the grounds permitted me under the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you make that record ? 

Mr. SKINNER. Senator, these are all forms of the same question 

The Cuairnman. Just answer the question. Did you make such a 
recoral / 

Mr. Skinner. I claim my privilege uncer the fifth amendment. 

The Crarrmman. The Chair directs vou to answer the question. 

Mr. Skinner. Claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. C'ONNORS. | hand you how, Mr. Skit ner. a photostatic copy ( f nl 
memorandum on the letterhead of the labor commission of the Com 
munist Partv of Illinois, 208 North Wells street, Chicago . [ll.. 
Randolph 5580, Fred M. Fine, secretary. 

I invite your attention to a list of 
“Labor commission steering committee.” I ask you whose name ap- 
pears opposite No, 9 of that list. 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). I claim the privilege under 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CuatrmMan. Is your name Al Skinner? 

Mr. Skinner. I testified, sir, my name was Albert C. Skinner. 

The Crairman. You sometimes go by the name of Al Skinner: do 


12 names under the caption 


you not‘? 

Mr. Skinner. Lots of people call me Al, Senator. 

The Ciairman. The name opposite No. 9 on this record that was 
shown you is Al Skinner. Is that your name? 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). My name, Senator, is Albert 
C. Skinner. 

The Cramman. And the name opposite No. 9 is Al Skinner. That 
is your name; is it not? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment of 
the Constitution. , 

The CuarrMan. Do you offer this for the record, Mr. Connors ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, Mr. Chairman; I do. 
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The Cratrman. I am going to read this for the record : 
LABOR COMMISSION, COMMUNIST PARTY OF ILLINOIS 
208 North Wells Street, Chicago 6, Ill., Randolph 5580; Fred M. Fine, Secretary 


LABOR COMMISSION STEERING COM MITTEE 


1. Fred M. Fine 5. Ruby Cooper 9. Al Skinner 
2. Jim Keller 6. Herb March 10. Hilliard Ellis 
3. Jack Kling 7. Ernie DeMaio 11. Bob Travis 
4. Irving Berman 8. Jerry Fields 12. Morris Yanoff 


The address given for Mr. Al Skinner is Mine, Mill, Smelter, 1703 
West Madison; home, 2112 South Drake 23. 

Was that your home address? 

Mr. Skinner. 2112 South Drake, sir? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Skinner. Yes, sir. 

The Cnamman. That was your home address. And you were then 
with the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Union / 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). I don’t know what you mean 
by “then,” Senator. 

The Cuatrman. When this was made out. 

Mr. Skinner. When it was made out ? 

Mr. Connors. When you lived at 2112 South Drake, were you then 
employed at Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Skinner. It doesn’t tell me when it was made out. 

The Cuarman. When did you live at 2112 South Drake? 

Mr. Sxinner. I lived at 2112 South Drake from approximately 
1943 to 1948 when I was transferred to Salt Lake City. 

The Cuatrman. Opposite the name of Al Skinner on this exhibit 
after Mine, Mill, and Smelter are the words “Phone Al for right 
address” in parentheses. What did that mean? 

Mr. Skinner. How should I know what it means? 

The Cuatrman. Do you say this was not your name? 

Mr. Skinner. I said my name was Albert C. Skinner. 

The CratrmMan. Well, this is your name on this exhibit; is it not? 
Were you a member of this commission / 

Mr. SkInner (confers with counsel). Could I have the question 
read back, Senator ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, ° 

Mr. Wirt. I think there are two questions from the chairman. 

The CnarrmMan. We will see if there are. 

(The pending question, as above recorded, was read by the reporter.) 

The Cratmman. We will withdraw both questions so as to clarify 
the record. 

Did you identify yourself to this committee by the name of Al 
Skinner when you first came on the stand this morning ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. I said, Senator, my correct name was Albert C. Skin- 
ner, but many, many people call me Al. 

The Cuarrman. You are the Al Skinner who was living at 2112 
South Drake Street in Chicago; are you not? 


1 
I 
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Mr. Skinner. That is a former address, sir, of myself and my 
fam ly. 

The Cnamman. Yes, and the name “Al Skinner” appears on the 
exhibit which was shown to you and which you refuse to answer as 
to whether or not that was vour name: is that correct ? 

Mr. Skrxner (confers with counsel). Sir. I told you what my name 
was, I don’t understand the question. 

The Cuamman. Reading further on this exhibit, “Labor Commis- 
sion, Communist Party of Illinois.” we find the following: 


Each of the above unionists is supposed to submit a name of a deputy (assist 
ant) whose names and addresses you will ultimately get by checking with the 
above cuys by mail. Unless otherwise stated, send letters to their homes (first 
choice) or union, always marked “ersonal.” Also, put deputies’ names on the 
inside letter as soon as you get the deputies’ names. 


Did vou ever see that language before, or hear it? Look at it. 


Mr. Skinner. The question you asked me before, Senator—— 

The Cuairman. I am asking you this question now. I withdraw 
the other quest ions so as to make it clear. 

Did you ever see that language before, or hear it ? 

(Mr. Skinner confers with counsel.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the record show that Mr. Kripke is how advis- 
ing the witness. 

Mr. Krirxe. Yes, Senator: I am entered on the record as attorney 
for Mr. Skinner. I think the record will so show, and I am giving 
him leaal ady ice. 

The Cuamman. I thought vou had advised the Chair that you had 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Krirxr. Not as to Mr. Skinner, Senator. 

The Cnairman. All right. Then Mr. Skinner has two attorneys; 
is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Krirkxe. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. That is Mr. Witt and Mr. Kripke. Let the record 
SO Show, 

Mr. Kripke. That is correct. 

The CratrMan. That question could be answered “yes 

Mr. Wrrr. You have the right to claim the privilege. 

The Cuairman. I said it could be answered “yes” or “no.” 

Mr. Skinner. Don’t I have the right to consult my attorney ? 

The Cuamman. You have the right, and you have been consulting 
with him. Go ahead and consult with him. 

Mr. Skinner. I just wanted to be sure. 

The Ciamman. You know you have the right. Go ahead and con- 
sult with him if you want to. 

Read the question, Mr. Reporter, please. 

(The pending question, as above recorded, was read by the reporter.) 

The Cuarmnman. Yes? 

Mr. Skinner. I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution. 

The Crairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, Senator. 


‘ss 5 


or “ne. 
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The Cnairman. This exhibit offered in evidence and about to be 
passed ere shows the name of Al Skinner as a me mber of the labor 
commission of the Communist Party and also that he represented 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter. Are you that Al Skinner? 

(Mr. Skinner consults with counsel.) 

Mr. Connors. Did you hear the question ? 

Mr. Skinner. I am sorry. 

The Caamman. Read the question to the witness, please, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

(The pending question, as heretofore recorded, was read by the 
reporter. ) 

Mr. Skinner (confers with counsel). In answer to that question, 

y Senator, I claim the privilege of the fifth amendment to the Consti- 
tution. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 

, : the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. When you lived at 2112 South Drake, Chicago, was 
there any other Al Skinner living at the same address, to your know]l- 
edge ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. So that, if you gave your address as 2112 South 
Drake, your name being Al Skinner, that was correct, was it not? 

Mr. SKINNER (confers with counsel). That’s my correct address, sir. 

The Cuairman. Your correct name also / 

Mr. Skinner. As I testified before, many people in this union and 
many other people call me by the name of Al. 

The CHamman. And you were a member of the Communist Party 
labor commission of the State of Ilinois? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer that, Senator, on the grounds of 
my rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CHatrman. Would there be anything that would incriminate 
you if you denied that you were a me mber of the labor commission of 
the Communist Party of Ilinois? 

Mr. Skinner. Fifth amendment of the Constitution, Senator-—— 

The Cuairman. Claim your privilege or answer the question. Do 
not argue. Either answer the question or claim your privilege. 

Mr. SKINNER. I can’t answer it in my own way 4 

The CHarrmMan. Answer the question. 

. You were a member of the labor commission of the Communist 
Party of Illinois while you were also representing the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Union, were you not / 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of my 
rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution of my country. 

The CHatmman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Sxinner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the same grounds as 
stated. 

The Cuatirman. And you refuse to deny? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, sir. 

The CHairman. That exhibit will be admitted in evidence. 
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(The document referred to is as follows :) 
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Mr. Sxrnner. I refuse to answer in the exercise of my privilege, 
sir. Let the record state. 

The CruarrmMan. You may proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Your fellow Communists generally call you Al Skin- 
ner, rather than Albert Chester Skinner / 

Mr. Sxinner. That’s another loaded question. 

The Cuarrman. I did not ask you for that, and you are not asked a 
loaded question. 


Mr. Skinner. Well— 
The Cuatrman. You will not comment on the question. Either 


answer it or claim your privilege. 
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Mr. Skinner. All these questions, sir—— 

The CHarrMan. Just answer it or claim ‘your privilege. That is all 
there is to it. 

Read the question to the witness, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The pending question, as above recorded, was read by the 
reporter. ) 

The Cuamrman. If you do not want to answer it, claim your privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of my 
rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CHarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question, 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Skinner, in view of the questions asked you here 
snd your answers, or your refusals to answer those questions, do you 
deny under those circumstances that a reasonable man might find 
grounds to believe that you are or have been a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Skinner. I understand American law provides that you are in- 
nocent until proven guilty. 

The Cramman. Are you innocent of membership in the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Skinner. That’s one of those loaded questions, Senator—— 

The CHatrMan. Lasked you the question: Are you innocent of mem- 
bership in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Skinner. I refuse to answer on the grounds of my rights under 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Skinner. The United States Supreme Court says—— 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. Never mind any 
reference to the Supreme Court. I will read about the Supreme Court 
when I get time. 

Mr. Skrnner. Shouldn't people know what the Supreme Court says 
about this fifth amendment ? 

The Cuarrman. I know all about that. 

Mr. Skinner. Maybe others would like to know. 

The Cuatrman. The committee is holding this hearing. 

Mr. Skinner. Your committee attempts to make the fifth amend- 
ment something sinister that you hide behind. 

The Cuarrman, Oh, no; you are the one who is doing the hiding. 

Mr. Sxrnner. Can I read what the United States Supreme Court 
says about the fifth amendment ? 

The Cuarrman. No. Answer the question. 

Mr. Wirt. Read the question. 

(The pending question, as heretofore recorded, was read by the 
reporter. ) ° 

Mr. SKINNER. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of 
my rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Skrnnenr. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the ground as stated. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions of this witness. That 
is all. 
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Mr. Skinner. I don’t have any opportunity to testify about my 
union ¢ 

The Ciaran. That is all. 

Mr. Skinner. I can’t talk about my union ? 

The Cuairman. That is all, sir. You may leave the room. 

Which union do you want to talk about? The Communist union 
or the union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter ¢ 

Mr. Skinner. I mean the union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

The Cuatrman. And the Communist union, as well ? 

Mr. Skinner. What, chance have you got before this committee ? 

The CuairnmMan. Take that man out, Mr. Marshal. 

Mr. Skinner. I am going out. 

Mr. Wrrr. Is Mr. Skinner released from his subpena ? 

The CnarrMan,. No, sir; not yet. 

(Witness excused.) 

The CuarrMan. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Wirr. May we have just a moment to confet with Mr. 
Holmgren? 

Mr. Connors. Have you been sworn, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes; I have. 

Mr. Wrrr. May the record show my appearance for this witness, as 
well as Mr. Kripke’s appearance, which is already made ? 

The Cuatrman. I understand both counsel represent the witness. 


TESTIMONY OF RODERICK BURTON HOLMGREN, LAKEWOOD, 
DENVER, COLO., ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY 
AT LAW, NEW YORK, N. Y., AND KENNETH N. KRIPKE, ATTORNEY 
AT LAW, DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. Connors. Will you state your name, your residence, and your 
occupation ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeren. My name is Roderick B. Holmgren, and I live at 
5901 West Sixth Avenue in Lakewood, Colo. 

Mr. Connors. What is your occupation, if you please, sir? 

Mr. HotmMcren. [am a newspaperman. 

Mr. Connors. Specifically, what is your occupation, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hoimeren. I am the assistant editor of The Union, which is 
the oflicial organ of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. And your salary is paid, is it not, by the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers / 

Mr. Houmeren. It is. 

Mr. Connors. What is your salary ? 

Mr. Houmeren. 899, I think, and some change, a week. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your education, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I went to public schools in the city of Chicago, IL. 

The name of the grade school was Lyman Trumbull, T-r-u-m-b-u-1-l. 
The name of the high school was Roosevelt. I went to Northwestern 
University. 

Mr. Connors. And did you graduate from Northwestern in 1937? 

Mr. Houmoren. Yes, a bachelor of science in journalism. 

Mr. Connors. What has been your employment since you graduated 
from Northwestern University ? 
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Mr. Hotmcren. While I was still in school I began to work as 
director of educational programs for Northwestern University. I 
continued to do that for 2 vears after graduating from Northwestern. 
I then was hired as a news editor and as an instructor in radio jour- 
nalism by Iowa State College. 

Mr. Connors. Was that in 1940-41? 

Mr. Hotmeren. No; it was in 1939. That’s in Ames, Towa. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. And did you leave that occupation in 
approximately October 1941? 

Mr. Houmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And did you from there go to employment with radio 
station KSO and KRNT at Des Moines, Iowa ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. That is correct. Those two radio stations were the 
property at that time of the Des Moines Register and Tribune. 

Mr. Connors. But you held that position until approximately July 
1942? 

Mr. Hotmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And from July 1942 until approximately July 1945, 
were you employed by the Chicago Sun newspaper ? 

Mr. Hotmecren. That is correct. In that case I was employed not 
as a newspaperman, but as a radio editor. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. Now, in approximately July 1945. did you 
receive an appointment as information specialist with the OWI? 

Mr. Hotmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And did you hold that position until approximately 
July 31, 1945? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I believe it was a little later than July. Iam not 
quite sure. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you reside at the time that you were work- 
ing for OWI? Imean, in what city did you reside / 

Mr. Hotmeren. In the city of Evanston, Il. 

Mr. Connors. That is a suburb of Chicago: is that correct ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Right. 

Mr. Connors. Did you at any time reside in Washington, D. C., 
while you were with the OWI? 

Mr. Houtmeren. I was on field trips, or, rather, on trips involving 
mv work in the office. 

Mr. Connors. But did you maintain a residence in Evanston ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I maintained residence in Evanston, correct. 

Mr. Connors. Did you live at 1402 Central Street in Evanston at 
that time ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. For part of the period, yes. 

Mr. Connors. What part? 

Mr. Hortmeren. I am not quite sure about the dates, sir. I believe 
that after I had worked for the Office of War Information for about 
a year or thereabouts, we moved to another address in Evanston. 

Mr. Connors. Well, is it your best recollection that in 1944 or part 
of 1944 vou lived at that address, 1402 Central Street ? 

Mr. Houtmoren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Is that a single-family residence, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hotmeoren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Was there any family besides your family at that 
address during the time you lived there? 

Mr. Hotmaren. No. 
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Mr. Connors. After you left OWI, were you affiliated in Chicago 
with the National Standard? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Will you clarify the question, please ? 

Mr. Connors. After you terminated your employment with OWI 
did you then become affiliated in Chicago with the National Stand- 
ard, a newspaper ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeren. T never heard of the National Standard. 

Mr. Connors. Did you, after you terminated your ery nt with 
OWT, begin e mployme nt or take employment from the Radio Writers 
Guild on radio station WCFL? 

Mr. Houmeren. The Radio Writers Guild is a union. I was a 
member of the Radio Writers Guild. I was never employed by it. 

Mr. Connors. Were you employed by radio station WCFL? 

Mr. Hotmeren. IT was. 

Mr. Connors. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Hotmeren. For approximately 2 years. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been in your present employ- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Hoitmcren. To my best recollection, about ¢ 9 years. 

Mr. Connors. Did you come directly from r: a station WCFL to 
your present employment ? 

Mr. Hotmcren. No. 

Mr. Connors. What interim employment, if any, did you have? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Well, I free-lanced during that period, did various 
things. 

Mr. Connors. For about how long, 6 months? Or a year or so‘ 

Mr. Hotmeren. During most of the period. 

Mr. Connors. How long was the period / 

Mr. Hotmeren. About 3 months, I should guess. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at that point / 

The Cuarrman. Very well. 

Mr. Sourwine. The time does not add up very well and I want to 
be sure there is no hiatus in the record. 

You testified that about July 31, 1945, you left your position with 
the OWL, is that correct ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. That thereafter, for a period of about 2 years, you 
were employed with radio station WCFL; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. That you went into your present employment, that 
is, as associate editor of The Union about 314 years ago, which would 
have been presumably some time in 1949. 

Mr. Hotmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. That would indicate that you terminated your em- 
ployment with WCFL in 1947 and would have 2 years between 1947 
and 1949, at least 2 years, before you came with the Union. 

Would you fill in that gap? 

Mr. Houma REN. During that period, the whole 2 years, really, I 
was doing various things, all of them of the character that I would 
consider free lancing. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is the period which a moment ago was esti- 
mated at 3 months? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes; I would correct that answer. 
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Mr. Connors, What is the circulation of the union newspaper, The 
Union. 

Mr. Hotmcren. The paper is circulated among the entire member- 
ship of our union. 

Mr. Connors. Each member gets a copy of it ? 

Mr. “a MGREN. Correct. 

Mr. Connors. How much do union members pay for this publica- 
tion, or is it received as a part of the benefits derived from generally 
paying union dues? 

Mr. Hotmeren. The latter part of your question is the answer. 
May I explain? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Mr. Hotmeren. The constitution provides that the per capita dues 
paid by each member go to defray the expenses of The Union. 

Mr. Connors. You mean the newspaper ? 

Mr. Hotmcren. The union newspaper, correct. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I would like to preface a question with a comment. 
Ordinarily, if you ask a newspaperman what is the circulation of his 
paper, he gives you a figure, not a statement of to whom the paper 
goes. 

Mr. Connors asked you: “What is the circulation of the union news- 
paper, The Union?” For the record would you state what is the cir- 
culation, in figures, in number of copies of the union newspaper, The 
Union? 

Mr. Hotmaren. May I consult counsel ? 

The Ciaran. Yes. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Hotmeren. Mr. Chairman, the counsel has prefaced his ques- 
tion with a comment, and I would like to preface my answer with one 
also. 

Normally we do not give out for public consumption the figures on 
the press run of our paper. The press run, as I recall the figure at 
the moment, is around 80,000 or 85,000. I would have to consult the 
exact figures, in order to make sure that they are correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. My question was circulation, not press run. You 
might have an overrun. 

Mr. Hoimeren. There is an identical figure between the press run 
and the circulation. We may run 500 extra copies, for purposes of 
filing, and that sort of thing, but the figure is the circulation. The 
figure is the circulation approximate oy 

“Mr. Sourwine. Are you able with a press run of 88,000 and a nor- 
mal overrun there of perhaps 500 to provide a copy of the paper to 
each member of the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union? 

Mr. Hotmaren. We are able, insofar as it is possible to keep our 
mailing lists up to date. The point that I have been trying to get at, 
that the mailing list is a very difficult problem. 

Mr. Connors. How often does the newspaper The Union appear? 

Mr. Hotmaren. It is a biweekly publication that appears 26 times 
a year. 

Mr. Connors. What is the annual budget of the newspaper The 
Union ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. There you have me. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall the budget for 1951? 








266 COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 


Mr. Hotmoeren. As I recall the figures, it’s about $50,000 a year. 

Mr. Connors. A vear ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeoren. No; that couldn't be accurate. I withdraw that 
reply. As I recall the figures, it’s about $30,000 a year. 

Mr. Connors. Does that include payment for materials and pay- 
ment of the staff of the union ? 

Mr. Houtmeren. No; that would not include the payment of the 
staff. 

Mr. Connors. How much is the annual budget for the payment of 
the staff, approximately ? 

Mr. Houtmeren. I would add a figure roughly of $11,000 or $12,000 
for the staff salaries, involved in the publication of the paper. 

Mr. Connors. What wire service does the hewspaper, The Union 
use, if it does use any wire service ? 

Mr. Hotmoren. We do not subscribe to a wire service. 

Mr. Connors. Does your newspaper have any connection with the 
lederated Press? 

Mr. Houcren. We subscribe to the Federated Press, which is not a 
wire service. 

Mr. Connors. IT understand that. What connection, if any, does 
your newspaper have with Tass? You know what Tass is. 

Mr. Hotmeren (confers with counsel). Our newspaper has no 
connection with Tass. 

Mr. Connors. You know what Tass is, do you not, Mr. Holmgren? 

Mr. Hotmearen. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. What is it? 

Mr. Hotmaren. It’s the wire service of the newspapers in the Soviet 
Union. 

Mr. Connors. Has your newspaper to the best of your recollection, 
ever re printed a a story which you in any way received from Tass? 

Mr. Houacren. Not to my recollection, no. 

Mr. Connors. Does your newspaper exchange stories with the Daily 
Worker ? 

Mr. Hotmaren. Will you exp ain that quest) ion, ple: ase? 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever in your newspaper reprinted a story 
which you have obtained from the newspaper called the Daily 
Worker ? 

Mr. Hotmeren (after conferring with counsel). The answer is 
“No.” 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever rewrite for publication in your news- 
paper a story which ap peared 1 in the Daily Worker ? 

Mr. Hotmeren (after conferring with counsel). Mr. Chairman, it 
is possible that I have done that. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall having done it ? 

Mr. Houtmeren. I can’t recall any specific instance. 

Mr. Connors. Why is it possib le then that you might have done it? 

Mr. Houmeren. The international union subscribes to the Daily 
Worker, among the great many other journals, including the Wall 
Street Journal, United States Times, United States New S Federated 
Press. of course. St. Louis Post Dispatch, Denver Post, Ro ‘ky Moun- 
tain News—— 

Mr. Connors. If you wish to include all the newspapers to which 
your union subscribes, you may prepare a list and address it to the 
committee. We would be very happy to receive it. 
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Mr. Hotmeren. May I finish my answer, please? 

Mr. Connors. You may finish your answer in written form and mail 
it to the committee at the pleasure of the chairman. 

Now, you have said, Mr. Holmgren, that it is possible you may have 
rewritten a story from the Daily Worker for your newspaper, The 
Union. 

I now ask you if you consider the Daily Worker a source of news in 
which the membership of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers are generally interested / 

Mr. Hotmeren. I would say that any newspaper that has infor- 
mation which relates to the basic policies of our union, and which 
makes it possible for us to help interpret those policies, and bring 
those policies to the membership would provide a source for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. CoNNORS. You consider then that the basie po icles of the 
Daily Worker are synonymous with the basic policies of the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. HoutmeGren. Will vou repeat that question, please / 

The Crarrman. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. HoutmMGren a again conferrine with counsel). I under- 


stand, Mr. Chairman, that the founding fathers of our country 
The Cnarrman. Answer the question, or else claim your oe 
IT am not ear ng about what you say the founding fathers did. Yon 


claim your privilege if you ‘like. 

Mr. Houmeren. What I wanted to say, Mr. Chairman, was that I 
understand that there is an amendment to the Constitution which 
makes it possible for me and other citizens of the coun try to refuse to 
bear witness against hims elf. I believe that this ql iestion which was 
just asked me is possibly a link, an attempt to indicate a link, in a 
chain, and therefore I re as to answer this question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

The Cyatrman. In other words, this might be a chain that would 
cause you to bear witness against yourself; is that your answer? I 
am trying to understand your explanation, 

Mr. Houmeren. That’s correct. 

The CHarrMAn. So you invoke the Constitution of the United States 
for that reason ? 

Mr. Hotmaren. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmeoren. I refuse to answer on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cratrman. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. What is the Daily Worker. Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hotmeren (after conferring with counsel). The Daily Worker 
is a labor newspaper which I understand is published by the Com 
munist Party. 

Mr. Connors. You Say "a labor newspaper 

Mr. Houmaren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. And published by the Communist Party? 

Mr. Houtmaren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever rewrite for publication in your news- 
paper an editorial from the Daily Worker? 


9 
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Mr. HouaGren. I’m trying to remember if that possibly could have 
happened- not to my best recollection. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Holmgren, do you think it is a proper function 
for you as an employee of a trade union to use as a source of informa- 
tion for the newspaper of your union a paper which you have said 
is published by the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Houmeren. I think it is a proper function for me to use as 
source material for information, any publication. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever, in rewriting a story from the Daily 
Worker for publication in your ne wspaper, The Union, opposed or 
taken issue with any opinion expressed in a story from the Daily 
Worker? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Houmeren. | refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I still refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you contend, Mr. Holmgren, that you are required 
by your duties as editor of the union newspaper, The Union, to read 
for source material, the Daily Worker? 

Mr. HotmGren. May I get that question again? I believe you identi- 
fied me as the editor. 

Mr. Krirke. Would you repeat the question ? 

The Cuamman. Read the question. 

Mr. Connors. You are assistant editor, is that correct? 

Mr. Hoimaren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have that read “assistant editor.” 

(The record was then read by the reporter as follows:) 

Do you contend, Mr. Holmgren, that you are required by your duties as 
assistant editor of the union newspaper, The Union, to read for source material 
the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Houmeren. I contend that Iam required by my duties to read 
all sources of material. 

Mr. Connors. Including the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Hormeren. Including the Daily Worker, the New York Times, 
the St. Louis Post Dispate ‘+h, and so on. 

Mr. Connors. Are you also required as a Communist Party member 
to read the Daily W orke re 

Mr. Hotmeren. Mr. Chairman, there has been a Supreme Court 
ruling——— 

The CrarrMan. Just a moment. Either answer it or claim your 
privilege. 

Mr. Fe MGREN. Which says I may not bear witness against myself. 

The Cuamman. Read the question to the witness, please. 

(T ws record was then read by the re porter. ) 

The CHAIRM os That can be answe red “VY es” or “No” or you can 
claim your privilege. 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cramman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Houtmcren. | refuse to answer the question on the ground of 
the fifth amendment. 
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The CuatrMan. Do you refuse to answer the question because your 
answer might tend to incriminate you under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer the question because, as I under- 
stand the fifth amendment, it provides that I am not required to bear 
witness against myself. I do not believe that the fifth amendment 
uses the word “incriminate” at any point. 

The CHarmman. Will you answer my question, please 

Mr. Houtmaren. I refuse to answer, on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuarrMan, I direct you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer, on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuarrMan. Very well. You may proceed. 

Mr. Connors. You are a Communist, are you not, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Houmcren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuairman. If you were not a Communist, you could easily say 
“No,” could you not 4 

Mr. Hotmeren. If I were to answer your question, I would have 
answered his question, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. I say: If you were not a Communist, you could 
say “No,” could you not? 

Mr. Hoimeren. I refuse to answer on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The fact of the matter is you are a member of the 
Communist Party, are you not ? 

Mr. Hormeren. I refuse to answer, on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuatrmMan, The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmeoren. I refuse to answer, on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Holmgren, does the number 57137 have any 
meaning to you? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hotmcren. Will you explain, please ? 

Mr. Connors. No. I just asked you if the number has any signifi- 
cance to you? 

Mr. Hoimeren. No, it doesn’t. 

Mr. Connors. Does the number 65091 have any significance to you? 

Mr. Hotmearen. No. 

Mr. Connors. Were you ever in the Army or the Navy, Mr. 
Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hortmeren. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. If I understand your testimony correctly, you have 
testified that in 1944 or a portion of that year you lived at 1402 Central 
Street, Evanston, IIl., is that correct ? 

Mr. Hotmearen. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. And that that was a single-family residence, and 
that there was no other family living there at the time you were there ? 

Mr. Houmeren. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Your initials are R. H.; are they not? 

Mr. Hortmcren. That is correct. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever belong to the North Shore Club of the 
Illinois Communist Party? 
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Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer that for the same reasons as I 
stated earlier. 

The CnuamMman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. HotmcGren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. If you were not a member of that club you could 
have tl swered “No.” could you not 7 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Ciairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer on the same erounds. 

Mr. Connors. IT hand you now a photostatic copy of a 1944 Com 
munist Party ecard, No. 65091 made out to R. H., 1402 Central Street, 
City of Evanston, County of Cook, Illinois, name of the club, North 
Shore. The card is issued December Zs 194 L. I ask you if you have 
een that document of which that is a photostatic copy 4 

(The card is as follows:) 














tities 


(The W itness confers W ith his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The CHarrMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. HoutmcGren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Did you belong to an independent union in 1944? 

Mr. Houmeren. No: I belonged to a union that was affiliated. 

Mr. Connors. What was its affiliation ? 

Mr. Houmeren. I belonged in 1944, as I reeall it, to the Radio 
Writers Guild, which is affiliated with the Authors League of America. 

Mr. Connors. Is ita CIO or an A. F. of L. union? 

Mr. HotmGren. No. 

Mr. Connors. In the sense that it is not a CIO or an A. F. of L. 
union, it is an independent union; is it not? 

Mr. Houtmeren. That depends on how you define it. 
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Mr. Connors. Well, within the definition of the Communist Party 
in making up these cards. They have four entries—CIO, AFL, no 
union, or independent union. Now, into which of those classifications 
would the union to which you belonged in 1944 fall? 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Houmoren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. In 1944, you did not belong to a union affiliated with 
the CIO; did you? 

Mr. HotmGren. No. 

Mr. Connors. You did not belong to a union affiliated with the 
A. F. of L.; did you? 

Mr. HoutmaGren. No. 

Mr. Connors. You did not belong to “No Union”; did you? 

Mr. Houmoren. I belonged in 1944 to a union that was afliliated 
with the Authors League of America, and which had the following 
sister unions: The Dramatists Guild; Sereen Writers Guild: the 
Authors Guild; and one other guild, the name of which I can’t recall. 

Mr. Connors. You belonged then, in 1944, to a union which, if it 
must fit one of these four classifications, fits the classification indi- 
cated there by a check mark; is that not correct 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Houmaren. I refuse to answer on the same erounds as stated 
before. 

The CratrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hoimmeren. I refuse to answer, on the same eroun ls I stated 
before. 

The Cratrman. Let the record show that when the euestion was 
propounded, counsel indicated a check mark on the photostatic copy 
that had been shown to the witness. 

Mr. Krirxe. That was committee counsel, Senator, for the record, 
not Mr. Holmeren’s counsel. 

The CuHatrman. No; 1 would not charge you with that; committee 
counsel, of course. 

Mr. Connors. This card indicates that the recipient of it subscribed 
to the Daily Worker in 1944. Did you in fact subscribe to the Daily 
Worker in 1944? 

Mr. HoumGren (after conferring with counsel). I refuse to answer 
that question on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. HotmeGren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. CONNORS. ] would like to offer this Cc ird in ey idence, Mr. Chair- 
Inan.,. 

Did you ever have in your possession the card of which this is a 
photostatic copy ¢ 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrrman. The fact of the matter is that you did have that 
card in your possession, did you not 4 

Mr. Hotmearen. I refuse to answer, Mr. Chairman, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 
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The Cuatrman. The fact of the matter is that you are a member 
of the Communist Party, are you not? 

Mr. Houtmeren. I refuse to answer, Mr. Chairman, on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmoren. I refuse to answer on the grounds stated above. 

The Cuainman. It may be inserted in the record. 

Mr. Connors. Who is Ruby Cooper ¢ 

Mr. Hotmcren. May I consult counsel ? 

The CuarrMan,. Yes. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hotmeren. Mr. Chairman, I refuse to answer that question on 
the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. Let me hear the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(‘The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuairman. Do you know who Ruby Cooper i 

Mr. Hotmeren. If I answered that question I oo have given the 
answer to the question immediately preceding it. 

The CHarrmMan. Not necessarily. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds already 
mentioned. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Ruby Cooper was a Communist Party functionary 
in Chicago in 1949, wasn’t she / 

Mr. Hoitmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds, 

The Cuatrman. Do you know whether or not she was / 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the questions. 

Mr. Hotmecren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to aflirm or 
deny the fact that in December 1949 you sent a press release to Ruby 
Cooper at party headquarters, Communist Party Headquarters, in 
Chicago, which press release concerned the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

The Cnamrman. The question is: Is that or 1s that not a fact? 

Mr. Hotmeren. May I confer with counsel 4 

The CratrmMan. Yes. 

( The withess confers with his counsel, ) 

Mr. Houmeren. Mr. Chairman, we have sent out, of course, a great 
many press releases from our oflice in the international union. We 
have a standing list of the newspape rs to which we send such press 
releases. It is quite possib le that such a press re ‘lease was sent out 
on the date you mentioned to the person that you mentioned. I’m 
sure that it was sent to him, not as an individual, but as a corre 
spondent for the new sapere Chal you indicate. 

Mr. Connors. What new spaper ¢ I did not indicate any newspaper 
I told you that Ruby Cooper was a Communist P arty functionary in 
1949, and you did not deny that fact. Now, do I understand you t 
say that you might have sent a press release to a Communist Party 
functionary in Chicago in 1949 ¢ , 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hotmeren. If 1 sent the press release to Ruby Cooper, it was 
as a correspondent for the Daily Worker. 
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Mr. Connors. Do you know that Ruby Cooper is a correspondent 
for the Daily Worker? 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Houtmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Then why did you decline to answer when I asked 
you if you knew Ruby Cooper or who is Ruby Cooper / 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Houtmeren. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

The CiatrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer that on the ground of the fifth 
amendment, 

Mr. Connors. I respectfully suggest to the Chair that this witness 
has Giana up this avenue of inquiry by stating that Ruby Cooper 
is or was a correspondent of the Daily Worker, and thereby has 
waived his privilege. 

The CHairMan,. The is correct. This taking advantage of the 
fifth amendment avails him nothing. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you first meet Ruby Cooper ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Ruby Cooper a man or a woman ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwtnr. You realive that you referred to Ruby Cooper as 
“he” a short time ago. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer all three of those 
questions, whether or not Ruby Cooper is a man or a woman. Do 
you realize that you referred to him as “he”? 

Mr. Houmeren (after conferring with counsel). I did refer to 
Ruby Cooper as “he.” 

Mr. Sourwine. You did so after Mr. Connors had referred to 
Ruby Cooper as a “she,” didn’t you 4 

Mr. Houtmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do know then, do you not, that Ruby Cooper 
is a man? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. How do you know that ? 

Mr. Hotmeren (after conferring with counsel). Will you repeat 
the question, please / 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was, How do you know that ? 

Mr. Houmeren. I know that because Mr. Cooper, as the corre- 
spondent for the Daily Worker, covered the meetings of our union, 
and conferences, and because he was on our mailing list for press 
releases. 

Mr. Sourwine. Neither one of those reasons is, in fact, a reason, 
unless you mean to imply that you know that becuiin se you have seen 
him. Is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Connors. Are you suggesting answers to the witness, Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Wirr. You know the answer to that, Mr. Connors. 

The CuatrmMan. I do not know the answer to it. 

Mr. Wirr. I will continue to resent those insinuations. 
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The Cuairman. You will resent nothing. 

Mr. Wrrr. I am a member of the bar, and on my oath as a member 
of the bar, I have not been advising this witness as to the facts nor 
have IL ever advised any other witness as to the facts. 

The CuarrMan. Be seated. 

Nobody addressed any words to you, Keep your seat or you will be 
removed. You are not going to insult this chairman. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, we are not trying to insult you. 

The CiarMan. You already have. 

Mr. Krirke. I was present when he said that. Because of this 
charge, which is the kind of echarge—— 
Phe CiuairmMan. Just a moment. I am not going to sit here and 
argue with counsel. If you want to advise your client as to whether 
or not he will answer the question 

Mr. Krirke. That is exactly what we are doing, Senator. 

The Crairman. All right, then, do. 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. HoLMGREN. Yes, I have seen Mr. Cooper. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you first see him ? 

Mr. Houmeren. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see him on more than one occasion at meet- 
ings of your union ¢ 

Mr. Houmcren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever see him elsewhere than at meetings 
of your union ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeren. Mr. Chairman, | claim the privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

The CnairmMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmoren. I refuse to answer under the privilege afforded me 
under the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

The ( HAIRMAN, The question is: “Did you see him elsewhere than 
in your union?” ITs that the question you refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Houmcren. That is correct. 

The CHatrMan. Very well. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did vou know Ruby Cooper to be a Communist ? 

Mr. IloumMeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment, 

Phe Coammman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Houmocren. I refuse to answer on the erounds of the fifth 
umendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are non-Communists employed by. the Daily 
Worker / 

Mr. HloumGren. I refuse to answer that under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairnman, The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Houmcren. I refuse to answer. 

The Cratrman. Were vou ever employed by the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer that on the eround of the fifth 
el lment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Houmeren. | refuse to answer under the same grounds. 

Phe Crairman. When, if at all, were you employed by the Daily 
Worket ; ; 

Mr. Ho_tmcren. I refuse to answer on the 


grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 
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The Cuamman. You were, as a matter of fact, employed at the 
Daily Worker, were you not ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same ground as I 
have already stated, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. The fact of the matter is, now, Mr. Holmgren, that 
you are a member of the Communist Party, that you carried a Com- 
munist card, and that you have been employed by the Daily Worker. 
Is that true or false? 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer those questions. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

‘ ° Mr. Connors. In 1944, you carried Communist Political Association 
Card No. 65091, did you not ? 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds I have 
already indicated. 

The Cuatrrman. Have you a Communist Party card in your pos- 
session right now ? 

Mr. Hotmoren. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The Cnamman. You have, as a matter of fact, a Communist Party 
card in your possession right now, have you not ¢ 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer that, on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

The Cuairrman. The Chair directs you to produce the card now. 

Mr. Wirr. That is not a question, Mr. Holmgren. 

The Cuarman. The Chair directs you to produce your Communist 
Party card. 

Mr. Kripke. Senator, there is no question before us. 

The Cuatrman. I am directing him to produce his card. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Hotmeren. Mr. Chairman, I have been advised by counsel that 
you have no power while I am on the stand to do anything but ask 
me questions. 

The CuHairman. Is that your answer to my direction, under the 
‘ - advice of counsel ? 

Mr. Houtmeren. It is. 

The Cuarrman. And that counsel was Mr. Witt ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. He is, and Mr. Kripke. 

Mr. Krirexe. I concur in that advice. 

The Cuairman. And both of these counsel advise you not to pro- 
duce an instrument in your possession ? 

Mr. Wirr. No, Mr. Chairman, please. I’m pleading for accuracy 
and truth and against false insinuations. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been pleading for that all week, and it’s about 
time we called a halt to this. 

The Crarrman. A little accuracy and truth on your part would 
have helped out here. 

Mr. Wirr. You point out to me where I was inaccurate or un- 
truthful. 
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The CuarrMan. You take your seat and keep it. 

Mr. Krirxe. Senator, we have advised Mr. Holmgren, if you wish 
to know, that this committee has no power to ask him to produce a 
document while he is sitting on the stand. 

The Cuarrman. All right; that is your advice to him. I want to 
know it. 

Mr. Krirxe. Yes; that’s our advice, absolutely. 

Mr. Wirr. And we went further with the witness and advised him 
that, despite that, if the Chair still directs him to do so, he has the 
right to claim his privilege under the fifth amendment, but the Chair 
hasn’t asked the witness to do so. 

The CuairmMan. I direct the witness now to do so. 

Mr. Wirr. We advise the witness to claim his privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cratrman. Is that your answer? 

Mr. Houmeren. That’s my answer. 

Mr. Connors. Do you advise him to claim the privilege, or that he 
has the right ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. That he has the right. 

Mr. Connors. That is not what you just said, in the interests of 
accuracy. 

Mr. Wirr. I spoke under provocation by this committee. 

The Cuarman. Let us proceed. 

Mr. Wirr. As counsel, I don’t have the right to tell this witness 
what to say. 

The CuarrmMan. Just a moment. You are here to advise this wit- 
ness, and not to advise this committee. The committee does not want 
‘your advice. 

Mr. Wirr. I understand that. 

The Cuarrman. We would not take it if we could get it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Holmgren, have you claimed, or do you claim, 
that you do not have the document the chairman has asked you to 
produce ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

The Cuatmrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hoimeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. In 1945, did you have Communist Political Associa- 
tion registration card No. 57137? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds that 
I have already stated. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hoimeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever see Ruby Cooper in Communist Party 
headquarters in Chicago, Tl. ? 

Mr. Houmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cnatmrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Did you ever attend a Communist Party meeting 
with Ruby Cooper ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Connors. Did you consult with Ruby Cooper before you ob- 
tained your employment with the International Union of Mine, Mill, 
and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. As a matter of fact, you did consult with Ruby 
Cooper before you obtained your employment with the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers; did you not? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Houtmaren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Connors. Was your employment with the International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, at the time you obtained the 
employment, an assignment placed upon you by the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hotaeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds that I 
have already mentioned. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds that I have 
already stated. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Holmgren, that in your position 
as assistant editor of the newspaper of the union you are attempting 
to serve the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Holmgren, that in your position as 
assistant editor of the newspaper Union you attempt and succeed 
in putting into the newspaper articles which conform in every detail 
to the Communist Party position ? 

Mr. Hotmeren (after conferring with counsel). The articles that 
I work on, as far as the union is concerned, reflect the policies of the 
union. 

Mr. Connors. Do they also reflect the policies of the Communist 
Party, Mr. Holmgren ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. They reflect the policies of our international union 
and its membership. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know as a matter of fact whether they do or 
do not reflect the policies of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Houmeren (after conferring with counsel). I must refuse to 
answer that on the ground of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer, Mr. Chairman, on the ground of 
the fifth amendment, which provides, as the United States Supreme 
Court said, a safeguard against heedless, unfounded, and tyrannical 
prosecution. 

Mr. Connors. You refuse to answer the question because you know 
perfectly well that the articles you place in the newspaper, Union, do, 
as a matter of fact, conform with the Communist Party polic’ y. Isn’t 
that the reason you refuse to answer the question ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer the question on the ground of 
the fifth amendment, which provides a safeguard against heedless, 
unfounded, and tyrannical prosecution. 

The Cuamman. You are invoking the Constitution as to the last 
question of Mr. Connors? 
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Mr. Hotmeren. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer on the same ateuiidle that I just 
stated. 

Mr. Connors. I have here a photostatic copy of page 6 of the news- 
paper, Union, November 7, 1949. There is an article here headed 
“Danger signal to trade-unions,” by Nathan Witt, UMMSW general 
counsel. 

I quote the first paragraph [reading] : 

The conviction of the 11 leaders of the Communist Party for violation of the 
Smith Act is a danger signal to all trade-unions and their members. 

As a result of these convictions, the Smith Act, sponsored by Congressman 
Smith of Virginia, a most vicious enemy of labor, can be used for direct assault 
upon the conditions achieved by trade-unions after years of struggle and sacrifice. 

I hand you now this photostatic copy of the page I mentioned, and 
ask you if you recall that article appearing in the newspaper, Union ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Would you repeat the question, please? 

Mr. Connors. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Wrrr. Just a minute. Let me read it, please. 

Mr. Houmeren. I do recall. 

Mr. Connors. To the best of your knowledge, does this paragraph 
which I have read and which you have read conform with the Com- 
munist Party policy with respect to the Smith Act? 

Mr. Ho~meren (after conferring with counsel). I claim the privi- 
lege which is afforded me by the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Houtmeren. I refuse to answer on the ground of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Connors. I quote a sentence from this article [reading] : 

It is not an accident that one of those convicted is Irving Potash, a leader of 
the Fur and Leather Workers Union, a brilliant and courageous trade-unionist. 

Now, I ask you: Don’t you know that Irving Potash was convicted 
by a jury for attempting to conspire to overthrow the Government of 
the United States by force and violence ¢ 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, counsel is inaccurate in the charge and 
conviction in that case. 

The CuarrmMan. He is reading from the paper. 

Mr. Wrrr. No; not in the question he just put. 

May we have the question read back? 

Mr. Connors. Read the question. 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Connors. I would like to withdraw that question, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Wrrr. I think we might avoid the difliculties—— 

The Ciuairman. The question is withdrawn. 

Mr. Connors. Now, I hand you a photostatic copy of page 10 of 
the August 29, 1949, edition of the Union, which contains an article 
by O. John Rogge, and I invite your attention to a paragraph here, 
which reads as follows: 

The Communist conspiracy is a tremendous hoax behind which looms the 
threat of an American police state and the third world war. 


I ask you if this is, in fact, a photostatic copy of a page of the news- 
paper, Union? 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 279 


Mr. Hotmcren (after conferring with counsel). Yes; this is a pho- 
tostatic copy of a page from our paper. 

Mr. Connors. Will you read that paragraph which I have marked 
with pencil ? 

Mr. Houmeren. I have to do the errands for this committee ? 

Mr. Wirr. I am afraid you have to. 

Mr. Connors. I did not ask him to read it aloud. I want him to 
familiarize himself with what is in the paragraph. 

Mr. Wrrr. Oh, T am sorry. 

Mr. Connors. Have you read the paragraph ? 

Mr. Hotmaren. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Strike the question. 

Is it true that the Communist Party,'to the best of your knowledge, 
wants to convince the American people that the Communist con- 
spiracy is, in fact, a tremendous hoax ? 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hotmeren. I claim the privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmcren. I refuse to answer, under the privilege afforded 
me by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Holmgren, does that paragraph deviate in any 
way from the Communist Party line? 

Mr. Hotmeren. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hotmecren. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Holmgren, were you assistant editor of the 
Union in August of 1949? 

Mr. Hotmeren. No; I was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you associated with the paper at that time? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes: I was. 

Mr. Sourwine. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Houtmeren. I was the midwestern editor. During that period 
we had regional editions of our paper, the Union. 

Mr. Sourwitne. The midwestern editor had charge of what edition 
or editions? 

Mr. Hotmcren. The midwestern edition. 

Mr. Sourwine. Which was published where? 

Mr. Hotmoaren. All editions were published in Chicago. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, do you recall whether in August of 1949 the 
midwestern edition of the Union carried an article over the byline of 
Maurice Travis. 

Mr. HotmGren (after conferring with counsel). Yes; I recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. As editor of the midwestern edition, did you handle 
that article? 

Mr. Houtmaren. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know who did handle it? 

Mr. Hotmcren. The editor. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who was the editor? 

Mr. Houtmeren. Morris Wright. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see the article before it appeared in the 
Union? 
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Mr. Hotmeren. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether in fact the article was pre- 
pared by or authorized by Mr. Maurice Travis? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it in fact prepared by or authorized by Mr. 
Maurice Travis? 

Mr. Hotmcren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was it prepared by him? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Was it authorized by him? 

Mr. Hotmeoren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. How do you know that? 

Mr. Hoimeren. He is the international secretary of the union, and 
was then, and the custom is for him to prepare his statements for the 
newspapers, and I assume that he prepared this one. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever discuss the article with Mr. Travis, ( 
either before or after its publication ? 

Mr. Hoitmeren. I don’t recall discussing it with him before. I may 
have since, 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever hear him acknowledge the article 
either before or after its publication ? 

Mr. Hotmeren. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is all. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions. 

The Cuatrrman. That is all. We will take a recess until 20 minutes 
of 3. 

Mr. Wirt. Is this witness released from his subpena ? 

Mr. Connors. He is released from his subpena, 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m., the committee recessed until 2:40 
p. m. of the same day.) 

AFTER RECESS 


The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. Call your next 
witness. 

Mr. Connors. Rudolph Hanson. 

Mr. Krirxe. Senator, I understand Mr. Hanson hasn’t appeared 
back there yet. I guess he will be here any minute. 

Mr. Connors. Is Mr. Blackwell here ? 

Mr. Krirxe. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. We will take him. 

Mr. Krirxe. You will recall, yesterday, that my client, Mr. Travis, 
submitted petitions for the record. There are some additional peti- 
tions, approximately 400 names, which I would like to submit Jone * 
with the others, on his behalf. 

The CuarrMan. Will you kindly mail those back to the committee 
in Washington ? 

Mr. Kripke. I see. What is the status of these? Are they admit- 
ted for the record ? 

The CuatrMan. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. Krirke. You want us to mail the whole pack? 

The CuatmrMan, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Blackwell, have you been sworn ? 

Mr. Buackwett. I was sworn in Tuesday, I believe, sir. 
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The CHarrMAN. Were you sworn in with a group, or singularly ? 

Mr. BuacKwe.u. With the group, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. That was Tuesday ? 

Mr. Buackwewu. Tuesday. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the rec- 
ord is perhaps not entirely clear on that point. It would do no harm 
to have Mr. Blackwell sworn again. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

You do solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Brackwett. I do. 

Mr. Wirr. I think Mr. Kripke has entered his appearance for Mr. 
Blackwell. May I also make my appearance for Mr. Blackwell, joint- 
ly, with Mr. Kripke? 

Before you proceed, I’m not sure that that photostatic copy of that 
article of mine in the Union concerning the Smith Act was offered for 
the record, and, if so, what the Chair ruled on it. 

Mr. Connors. It was not offered for the record, Mr. Witt. It is in 
the committee files. 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I move that that 
be made part of the record of these hearings. 

The CHatrman. You may move. I will look into it later on. 

Mr. Wirr. All right. I move that that photostatic copy of that 
article of mine to which I refer be made a part of this record. 

The CHatrmMan. Very well. 


TESTIMONY OF JACK BENTON BLACKWELL, METALINE FALLS, 
WASH., ACCOMPANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
NEW YORK, AND KENNETH N. KRIPKE, DENVER, COLO. 


Mr. Buackweuu. Mr. Chairman, before this proceeds, may I make 
iu statement for the record ? 

The Carman. No, sir. You will answer questions. 

Mr. Connors. Will you state your name, your residence, and your 
occupation, if you please ? 

Mr. Buackweti. My name is John Benton Blackwell. I live at 
Pend Oreille Apartments, Metaline Falls, Wash. I am a miner by 
trade. 

Mr. Connors. Are you an official or a paid employee of the Inter- 
national Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Biackwe... No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been a paid employee of the Interna- 
tional Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Buackwetu. Ma'y I consult counsel on that, sir? 

Mr. Connors. If you wish to consult counsel on a question like that. 

Mr. Buackwe.u. All right. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Biackwe tt. In the respect that I have been on delegations and 
conventions for the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, I have been 
paid by them for lost time on my job. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Blackwell ? 
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Mr. Buackwev. I was born at Hammond, Idaho, September 18, 
1915. 

Mr. Connors. Were you at one time secretary of local 14 of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers at Wallace, 
Idaho? 

Mr. Brackwetn. I was recording secretary of local 14, Wallace, 
Idaho, for approximately 1 year. 

Mr. Connors. When was that you held that position ¢ 

Mr. Buackweti. In January—may I retract that statement? It 
was a year and a half, from January of 1951 until the Ist of July 1952. 

Mr. Connors. While you were in that position, Mr. Blackwell, did 
you have occasion to make a trip outside the continental limits of the 
U nited States? 

Mr. Burackweiu. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Connors. And where did you go on that trip, if you please? 

Mr. Brackwetn. I went to France, stopped over in Berlin, waiting 
for a plane, overnight in Warsaw, Poland. and in U.S. S. R. 

Mr. Connors. Did you also visit Italy on that trip 4 

Mr. Brackwetx. I’m not through yet, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Continue. 

Mr. Brackweti. On the return we stopped en route to change a 
plane in Prague, Czechoslovakia, and 2 or 3 days in Rome, Italy. 

Mr. Connors. Does that ans your statement ¢ 

Mr. Brackwet.. Yes, si 

Mr. Connors. Do you ree call when you left the United States on that 
trip ? 

Mr. Buackwe tt. I believe it was the 19th of June 1951. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall when you returned to the United 
States ¢ 

Mr. Brackweti. Not the exact date. It was the latter part of July 
or the first part of August the same year. 

Mr. Connors You were gone, then, approximately 6 weeks. Is that 
a fair statement. 

Mr. Buackwe.. That is correct. That’s a fair statement. 

Mr. Connors. Did you procure a passport from the Department of 
State before you m: ade the trip? 

Mr. Buackwe.u. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall on your a for this passport 
if you set out th: at you intended to visit U.S. S. R.? 

Mr. Brackweut. I said on that applic ation that I was going to visit 
asa labor delegate. I was going to visit France and Italy and possibly 
some of the iron-curtain countries. I did not know. I said “possibly.” 

Mr. Connors. Did you say “possibly” some of the iron-curtain 
countries ¢ 

Mr. Buackweii. Yes; to the girl that I made the ap plication out for. 

Mr. Connors. Did you print the application or write the appli- 
cation yourself ? 

Mr. Buackwe tt. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Connors. Where did you make the application ? 

Mr. Buackweu. In the courthouse in Wallace, Idaho. 

Mr, Connors. Did you know when you made that application that 
you were going to visit U.S. S. R.? 


Mr. Buackwett. No, si 
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Mr. Connors. How did it come about that you did in fact visit 
the U.S. S. R.? 

Mr. Biackwett. To my knowledge I didn’t know where, exactly, 
I was going to, except Paris, France, because my ticket was made out 
to Paris, France, when I got on the plane in New York City. When 
I reached New York City I was asked by the chairman of the dele- 
gation to turn this passport over to him and he would get a visa, so 
I could visit the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Connors. Who was that chairman ? 

Mr. Buackwe wu. Leon Straus. 

Mr. Connors. When you boarde d the p ylane in New York were you 
in company W ith other individuals who were making the same ol 
part of the tr ip under sieatiae — umstances ¢ 

Mr. Buackwe.u. No, sir; | went all by myself. 

Mr. Connors. Did you meet other union delegates in Paris? 

Mr. Buackwewn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Did you in Paris contact or were you contacted by 
the representatives of the WFTU ? 

Mr. BuackweE.u. No, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Were you at any time abroad contacted by the 
representat ives of the WE TU ? 

Mr. Buackweui. I don't know who they represent. I know what 
the letters WEFTU stand for, but I don't know what unions they 
represented, Perhaps they represented the unions that we did con 
tact—the CGIT in Paris and the Italian Labor Federation in Italy. 
If the WETU was affiliated with those two unions, I might have had 
contact with them, but I don’t know whether they are or not. 

Mr. Con NORS, Will you iclentify the ( GI for the record, if you 
please ¢ What is it? 

Mr. Buackweui. The Contederati lon General Italian Labor. 

Mr. CONNORS. Do you recall who e in your colMpany made the 
tripto U.S.S. R.! 

Mr. Buackweui. Hilliard Ellis, Leon Straus, chairman of the dele 
gation. Hilliard Ellis was cochairman. Then there was Stanley 
Beezkiewize. 

] have a book here. May ] refer to this book. with his hame in it ? 

The Cuamman. For the spelling, yes. 

Mr. BuackweEtu. B-e-c-z-k-1-e-w-i-z-c. 

Mr. Connors. Is there anvone else who accompanied you on that 
tour 

Mr. Biackwe.i. Marie Bowden, Vincent Muscato, Henry Batke— 
that’s Henry Batke, Jr—Lee Candea—it’s a lady, by the way—War- 
ren Hoover, Fred Saniat, and Henry Jacques. 

Mr. Connors. Is the list in the book ? 

Mr. Biackwetu. I am reading it out of this book. I'll read the 
whole book. 

Mr. Connors. I want you to put in the record what you can. 

Mr. Buackwe t. I'll read the whole book to you if you want me to, 

Mr. Connors. Have you finished now enumerating ¢ 

Mr. BLACKWELL. we many names have you got! ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Mr. C hairm: in, I suggest, if the witness has a list of 
names in the book, he mi) ight as well read it into the record without 
asking the reporter to go back and count the names that he has. 
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The Carman. Read the list of names that you have in the book, 
that accompanied you on that trip. 

Mr. Buackweuy. Yes, sir. Leon Straus, vice president of the In- 
ternational Fur and Leather Workers Union—— 

The Cuarrman. Read the names of those who accompanied you on 
the trip. Read the names only. 

Mr. Wirr. Perhaps you want him to hand the list to the reporter, 
and the reporter can get them off here, whichever way you want it. 

The Cuairman. I want him to testify to the names of those who 
went with him on that trip. All he has to do is read the names, so 
that we know that the reporter has them. 

Mr. Buackweti. Leon Straus, Hilliard Ellis, Stanley Beczkiewize, 
Warren Hoover, John Blackwell, Lee Candea, Vincent Muscato, 
Marie Bowden, Hector Jacques, Henry R. Batke, Jr., and Fred Saniat. 

Mr. Connors. Does that complete the list 4 

Mr. Buackwe.n. That completes the list. 

Mr. Connors. Were any of those individuals whom you mentioned 
affiliated with the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers ? 

Mr. BiackweLi. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. Did you upon and after your return from U.S. 8S. R., 
and specifically 

Mr. Wirt. He quoted his own name on the list. 

The Cuamman. That is all right. They all went together, accord- 
ing to my understanding. 

Mr. Connors. Upon your return, and after your return from the 
U.S.S. R., and specifically on or about August 10, 1951, did you make 
a radio talk over Station KWAL? 

Mr. Buackweun. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Connors. I hand you a photostatie copy of a transcript entitled 
“Racio Talk by Jac k Blackwell” and ask you if, to the best of vour 
recollection, that is the talk you gave ? 

Phe CuarrMan. If you wish to take time to read that all through, 
we will call another witness and you may retire from the room and 
reac it We w i] eall you bic k to answer the question. It will save 
time. Just what is the question, Mr. Reporter, so the witness may 





know wW ny he is reading the instrument / 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

The Crarrman. You may retire, and be subject to call. Read 
through it and be able to answer the question when you return, 

(Witness temporarily excused.) ; 

Mr. Wirr. Mr. Chairman, may the record show, and we can estab- 
lish it if you don’t want to take my statement for it, that Mr. Hanson 
has been sick with the flu for the last couple of days, and didn’t get 
out until this morning. However, he is prepared to testify. He will 
be here ina minute. He is taking a pill or something. } 

Mr. Chairman, while we are waiting, may I enter my appearance for 
Mr. Hanson, jointly with Mr. Kripke, who has already made his ap- 
pearance for Mr. Hanson 4 ; 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

Has Mr. Hanson been sworn ? 

Mr. Hanson. No; I haven’t been sworn. 

The CuatrMan. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
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of the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Hanson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RUDOLPH W. HANSON, MULLAN, IDAHO, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY NATHAN WITT, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW YORK, 
N. Y., AND KENNETH N. KRIPKE, ATTORNEY AT LAW, DENVER, 
COLO. 


Mr. Connors. Due to your recent illness, we will be as brief as 
possible, Mr. Hanson. 

Will you kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation ¢ 

Mr. Hanson. My name is Rudolph W. Hanson. I live at Mullan, 
Idaho. I am an international representative of the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born, Mr. Hanson ? 

Mr. Hanson. I was born on July 17, 1906, at Orange Grove, Miss. 

Mr. Connors. How long have you been a paid employee of the In- 
ternational Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers # 

Mr. Hanson. Since 1940. 

Mr. Connors. Are you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of my 
rights guaranteed under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CuarrMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer this, on the fifth amendment. 

The Carman. If you were not a member of the Communist Party, 
the answer “No” would be the correct answer; would it not ? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds, sir. 

The Cuatrman, ‘The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. Were you affiliated with the CIO union in 1940? 

Mr. Hanson. The International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers was affiliated with the CIO in 1940. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been a paid employee of any other 
labor union, Mr. Hanson ? 

Mr. Hanson. Yes: I was regional director for district No. 50 of 
the United Mine Workers, in New Jersey and New York. 

Mr. Connors. When did you terminate your activities with that 
union ¢ 

Mr. Hanson. In 1940, about the same time that I went with the 
international union. 

Mr. Connors. You went from that union to the International 
Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Hanson. That is right. 

Mr. Hanson. Why did you leave the United Mine Workers? 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Hanson. The United Mine Workers made a sudden departure 
in that year when Lewis endorsed Willkie, and I was called to Wash- 
ington and asked why I persisted in campaigning for Roosevelt in 
spite of the lead that had been taken by my employer. I was told 
that unless I followed his lead I could shop around for another job. 
I told them that that was good enough for me, and I was asked to 
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transfer to some other remote section of the country, and I refused 
to do it, and my connections were severed. 

Mr. Connors. With whom did you have this conversation ? 

Mr. Hanson. With Denny Lewis, brother of John L., and Kath- 
erine Lewis, daughter of John L. Lewis. 

Mr. Connors. While you were a member of Local No. 50 of the 
United Mine Workers, were charges brought against you to the effect 
that you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Hanson. No. 

Mr. Hanson. Excuse me; that’s district 50. 

Mr. Connors. District 50. Were you, in fact, discharged from 
district 50 because you were a Communist ¢ 

The CuatmrMan. District 50 of what ? 

Mr. Connors. United Mine Workers. 

Mr. Hanson (confers with counsel). I was not so informed. 

Mr. Connors. Do you deny then that you were discharged from 
district 50 of the United Mine Workers because you were, in fact, a 
Communist ? 

Mr. Hanson. I was never informed that I was discharged for that 
reason. I was discharged for reasons as I stated previously. 

The CHarrMan. Were you at that time a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Hanson. Senator, I have to invoke my right under the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuarrmMan. If you had not been a Communist at that time, the 
truthful answer now would be “No”; would it not ? 

Mr. Hanson. I still refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. I still refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Connors. You joined the Communist Party prior to 1935; did 
you not, Mr. Hanson ? 

Mr. Hanson. I still refuse to answer on the same grounds, and in- 
voke 

The CHarmman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. I still refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Wrrr. The witness has been referring to the “same grounds.” 
I take it there is no doubt on the record when he refers to the “same 
grounds” he is claiming his privilege under the fifth amendment ? 

The Cuairman. I do not know what his grounds are. If he says 





“the fifth amendment.” that is what he states. I am not going to 
amend his statement for him. He has his counsel and his counsel 


can advise him. 


(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever been to the plant of the American 
Smelting & Refining Co. at Perth Amboy, N.J.? 

Mr. Hanson. Yes: I have. 

Mr. Connors. Do you recall being there at any time in 1944? 

Mr. Hanson. Well, I was inducted into the Army early in 1944 and 
I can’t recall any dates. The time is pretty remote. 

Mr. Connors. You were inducted—were you not ?’—into the Army 
on March 10, 1944. 

Mr. Hanson. That’s right. 
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Mr. Connors. You cannot recall being at this plant of the American 
Smelting & Refining Co. at Perth Amboy in 1944? 

Mr. Hanson. That period is very hazy in my mind. 

Mr. Connors. Well, do you rec: all going down to the Perth Amboy 
plant of the American Smelting & Refining Co. in 1944 with Frieda 
Norman ? 

Mr. Hanson (after conferring with counsel). I must invoke my 
right under the fifth amendment to that question. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, on the same grounds. 

The CuHairmMan. Do you know Frieda Norman? 

Mr. Hanson. I again invoke my rights, under the fifth amendment. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

The CrairmMan. Do you invoke your rights because this party was 
a Communist ? 

Mr. Hanson. I again invoke my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. And I refuse, for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Frieda Norman was State educational director of the 
Communist Party in New Jersey in 1944; wasn’t she? 

Mr. Hanson. | again refuse to answer, for the same reasons 

The Cuairman. Do you know whether or not she was? 

Mr. HANSON. Under the fifth amendment | again refuse to answer 
that. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I again refuse to answer that, based on my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. In 1944, did vou not go to the Perth Amboy plant of 
the American Smelting & Refining Co. with Frieda Norman, in order 
to solicit workers there for membership in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. HANSON. ] again invoke Wy rights under the fifth amendment. 
and refuse to answer that question. 

The Coatrman. The Chair directs you to answer t 

(The witness confers with counsel. ) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has directed vou to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment, and all of the other previous questions that I 
refused to answer I refused to do so because I invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know who is Louis F. Budenz, B-u-d-e-n-z? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my y rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatmrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Have you not read in the press that Louis F. Budenz 
is a self-admitted former Communist me el 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman,. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that. and invoke mv rights unde r 
the fifth amendment. 


he quest ion. 
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Mr. Connors. Do you recall attending a meeting addressed by 
Louis F. Budenz, which meeting w: as held at Union Hall, 225 Halsey 
Street, Newark, N. J., in June 1945? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. I lay before you a photostatic copy of a story from 
the Daily Worker of June 15, 1943, which story is entitled “Unionists 
back New Jersey ‘Worker’ Conference. Speci al to the Daily Worker.’ 

I ask you if your name does not appear in the third line from the 
bottom of the article. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and claim my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, on the basis of my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Your name is Rudy Hanson; is it not ? 

Mr. Hanson. My name is Rudolph William Hanson. 

Mr. Connors. Are there people who call you Rudy Hanson? 

Mr. Hanson. There are. 

Mr. Connors. Are you generally known among your friends as 
Rudy Hanson ? 

Mr. Hanson. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. In 1943 were you an international representative of 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Hanson. I was. 

Mr. Connors. Were you in the New Jersey area ? 

Mr. Hanson. I was. 

Mr. Connors. Was there any other international representative of 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers in the New Jersey area named 
Rudy Hanson ¢ 

Mr. Hanson. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Connors. I offer this photostatic copy of a clipping for the 
record, and will read it into the record. 

The Cuatrman. All right, read it into the record. 

Mr. Connors (reading) : 


Unionists Back New JERSEY “WoRKER” CONFERENCE 
(Special to the Daily Worker) 


NEWARK, N. J., June 14.—Thirty outstanding trade-unionists here, representing 
as many CIO-—AFL unions, have joined in sponsoring a conference for Sunday, 
June 27, to assure successful conclusion of the Worker and Daily Worker press 
drive. It will be held at Union Hall, 225 Halsey Street, at 11 a. m. 

Louis F. Budenz, managing editor of the Daily Worker, and the Worker, will 
be the featured speaker. 

The meeting is dedicated to the purpose of putting this city in the forefront 
of the Nation-wide drive to raise $120,000 in donations and subscriptions for 
the two papers. Recognizing the importance of maintaining a labor press which 
will unqualifiedly serve labor and further the cause of victory over the Axis, 
labor and fraternal organizations here are determined to put the campaign over 
with a bang. 

Fund and subscription raising in neighborhoods, shops, and from individuals 
have already gotten under way, with a number of affairs in the offing. The 
general tenor indicated that this city and environs will make a solid showing 
in the drive when the count [is] in. 
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Among the leading participants in the June 27 meeting are Michael Ketyck 
president, Ames Steel Lodge, USWA; Don Lauder, executive member, Local 16, 
Marine and Shipbuilding Workers; Harold Love, vice president, Local 695, Auto 
Workers; Jack Geralick, Local 703, International Association of Machinists; 
and Rudy Hanson, international representative, Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

The Cnairman. At this meeting, did you meet or see Mr. Louis 
Budenz ? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that question, and invoke my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The CuHatrman. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, for the same reason. 

The CHarrMan. Were you at that meeting? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, for the same reasons. 

The CHarrman. The Chair directs you to answer that question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Hanson, is it a fact that members of the Com- 
munist Party owe their primary allegiance to Soviet Russia, and not 
to the United States of America? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that question, based on my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know whether or not they owe their 
allegiance to the Soviet Union rather than to the United States of 
America ? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that for the same reasons. 

The Cuarrman. As a member of the Communist Party, do you owe 
your allegiance to Soviet Russia rather than to the U nited States of 
‘America? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that, and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CuarrMan. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer, for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I ask you again, Mr. Hanson, are you now a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that question, and invoke my rights 
under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CuarrMan. And is it for that reason that you refuse to answer 
the question as to where your allegiance lies? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse again, for the same reasons. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Hanson. May I have that read back ? 

The CrarrmMan. Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Hanson. I would like to strike that last answer. My allegiances 
he entirely with this country, and I have no other allegiance to any 
foreign country, other than the United States. ‘ 

The Cuatrman. As a member of the Communist Party, do you not 
owe your allegiance to Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Hanson (after conferring with counsel). I refuse to answer 
that question, and invoke my rights under the fifth amendment, and 
at no time in this hearing has it been established that I am a member 
of the Communist Party. 

The Cuatrrman. Are you or are you not? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 
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The Carman. You refuse to deny that you are a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that on the basis of my rights. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. Under the fifth amendment, I refuse to answer that 
for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever affirmed under oath that you are not 
a Communist ? 

Mr. Hanson (after conferring with counsel). I refuse to answer 
that, and invoke my rights under the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Connors. Have you ever under oath denied that you are a Com- 
munist ? 

Mr. Hanson. I refuse to answer that and invoke my rights under 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair directs you to answer. 

Mr. Hanson. And I refuse to answer that for the same reasons. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions. 

The CHamman. That is all. 

Call Mr. Blackwell. 

Mr. Wrrr. Can this witness be released from his subpena ? 

The CHarrman. He may be released. 

(Witness excused. ) 


FURTHER TESTIMONY OF JACK BENTON BLACKWELL—Continued 


The CuatrmMan. Will you please read the question to the witness 
iwain, Mr. Reporter ? 





(The record was then read by the reporter as follows :) 
I hand you a photostatic copy of a transcript entitled “Radio Talk by Jack 
Dlackwe and ask you if, to the best of vour recollection, that is the talk you 


Vir. Bua KWELL. \ es: to the best of my ky owledge it is. 

The CrHairMan. May we see that? 

Wait a minute. Are you telling him how to answer? He answered 
the question, I was not too fast for him. He answered it. 

Mr. Wrrr. He said it was too fast. 

The CrHamman. He answered it. 

Phis transeript entitled “Radio Talk by Jack Blackwell” may be 

iserted 1 the record. 

Mr. Sourwinre. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Blackwell, did you prepare that radio seript 
yourself ¢ 

Mr. Buackwe tu. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you tell us who prepared it ? 

Mr. Buackweti (after conferring with counsel). Will you repeat 
your question ¢ 

Mr. Sourwine. | asked you if you would tel] the committee who 
prepared that transcript. 

Mr. Biuackwewt. Shortly after I came back from this trip I was 
asked to give a program to tell about the trip at one of our meetings, 


Chis document is reproduced in toto on p. 298 
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and at the time I got up and said I would be doing an injus tice to give 
a brief report on this trip, but so many people came into the union hall 
and asked questions—the rank-and- file members of our local union—in 
regards to my trip that the secretary—the financial secretary of the 
union—wrote these questions down as they were asked, and then he 
asked me if I would give a report on the radio in reference to these 
questions and I said I would. These questions—I had not seen them 
until the day we put them on the ts - and I had not seen them or read 


them at all. They were given to me by these two people mentioned in 
the re port, an d I answe age them ‘estan. best of my knowledge. 
The Cuairman. Now. will you answer the question: Who prepared 


the script? That was the Motil propounded to you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Buackweti. William Moore, financial secretary at that time, 
of Local 14, of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers. 

Mr. Connors. Do you know William Pennock? 

Mr. Buackwe ti. With all due respect to the Chair 

The Cnamman. The question is: Do you know William Pennock? 

Mr. Buackwe.t. | refuse to answer that question, as it may serve 
to bear witness against myself under the fifth amendment. ; 

The Cuairman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Buackwetu. I repeat my answer: With all due respects to the 
Chair, I refuse to answer that question as it may tend to bear witness 
against myself, under the fifth amendme nt. 

Mr. Connors. Doesn't William Pennock operate as principal officer 
of an organization called the Washington Old Age Pension Union or 
the Washington Pension Union, as it is variously atpaleng 

Mr. Biuackxwe tu. I decline to answer that question under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Biackwe tt. I still decline to answer that question, under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Haven’t you made speeches before the Washington 
Old Age Pension Union / 

Mr. Buackwe wt. I decline to answer that question under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuamman. The Chair directs you to answer the question. 

Mr. Brackweti. With all due respect to the Chair, I still decline 
to answer that question, under the fifth amendment. 

The Cram an. Is that on the ground that your answer might tend 
to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Buackwewt (after conferring with counsel). If you prefer it 
that way, to put it that way, why— 

The Cuatrman, I do not prefer it at all. 

Mr. Buackwe... It’s all right with me to put it the way I put it. 

The Crarrman. I do not prefer it at all. You make your own 
answer to the question. I just asked you the question: Do you refuse 
to answer because your answer might tend to incriminate vou! You 
can answer that “Yes” on “No.” or vou can claim the pr i\ ilege. 

Mr. Buackwew.. If you prefer to put it that way. I don’t want 
vou to put words in my mouth— 

The Ciamman. [Lam not putting words in your mouth, and I am not 
going to put words in your mouth. I asked you a question. 
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Mr. Buackwew.. Yes. 

Mr. Connors. Have you read recently in the press that William 
Pennock has been arrested ? 

Mr. Buack wet. (after conferring with counsel). I decline to answer 
that question under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. I direct you to answer. 

Mr. Buackweiu. With all due respect to the Chair, I again refuse 
to answer that question under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest there is noth- 
ing in that question or a possible answer to it which would be in- 
criminatory to this witness. 

The Cuarrman. There is no question that you are correct in that, 
but he is taking his own chances about being cited for contempt. 
That is his business and his counsel’s business. I am not going to 
advise him. 

Mr. Wrrr. Your lawyer is myself and Mr. Kripke, and I suggest 
you take counsel from nobody but us. 

The CHairman. Nobody is going to advise the witness, except his 
counsel. He hastwo counsel. That is enough. 

Mr. Connors. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Blackwell, that Mr. William Pen- 
nock has been recently arrested, and is being held for trial how on 
charges, or on allegations that he may be in violation of the Criminal 
Code of the United States? 

Mr. Buackwett, I decline to answer that question under the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuairman. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Buackweut. I again refuse to answer that question, under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwrne. May I inquire? 

The CyHatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know William Moore? 

Mr. Brackwewu. Yes: I know William Moore. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is he a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Biackwe tu. I decline to answer that question under the fifth 

nendment. 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Buackweti. With all due respects to the Chair, I decline to 
inswer that question under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Tom Lynch? 

Mr. Buackwe tu. I decline to answer that question, under the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Buackwe .u. I again refuse to answer that question, under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever know a Tom Lynch, who was attorney 
for the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, of 
Spokane, Wash. ? 

Mr. Buackwe wt. I decline to answer that question under the fifth 
amendment. 

The CuatrmMan. You are directed to answer, if you know. 

Mr. Biackwe tt. I again refuse to answer that question, under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Rudy Hanson ? 

Mr. Buackwe tu. Yes. 
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Mr. Sourwtine. Is he a Communist ? 

Mr. Buackwe.u. Decline to answer, under the fifth amendment. 

The CuHatrman. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Birackwetut. With all due respect to the Chair, I decline to 
answer that question, under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Is Rudy Hanson an officer or employee of the Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers? 

Mr. Brackwett. ‘To my knowledge, he is. 

The Cuatrman. And you decline to answer as to whether or not he 
isa Communist? Is that right? 

Mr. Buackweit (after conferring with counsel). I decline to 
answer that question, under the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrmMan. You have already declined. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Connors. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The Cuarmman. That is all. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Buackwe.u. Before I get off the floor—— 

The CHarrMan. Justa moment. You will leave the room right now, 

Mr. Krirxr. Senator, wouldn’t the witness be permitted to testify 
about the-—— 

The CHaitrman. No; he will not be permitted to testify further. 
If you want the marshal to take him out, I will have him taken out. 
This is an inquiry and not a trial. 

(Witness excused. ) 

(The Blackwell document is as follows :) 


Rapio TALK By JACK BLACKWELL, AuGuUsT 10, 1951 


The following report is presented by Jack Blackwell who recently returned 
from Europe where he was a guest of European labor unions. KWAL is non- 
partisan and nonpolitical and does not necessarily endorse the statements or 
opinions expressed in the following discussion. The program is transcribed. 
(Bill Moore speaking. ) 

Several months ago we of the hard-rock miners’ union were invited to send 
a member of our union to Europe with a delegation that had been invited to visit 
France and Italy and that they might also visit the Soviet Union. This invita- 
tion was extended by the general confederations of both France and Italy, the 
dominant labor organizations of these countries. Although the time was short 
in which to organize such a big project, we felt that here was a real opportunity 
to see for ourselves if the conditions in these countries were as described by the 
newspapers we read and the radio programs we hear daily over our favorite 
stations. We also realize that if we were to send a member of our union then 
we had to enlist the support of other labor groups in the Inland Empire and 
based on these conclusions we asked the Woodworkers Union of Coeur d'Alene 
and numerous A. F. of L. and railroad union representatives to meet with us and 
see if we could accept this invitation. Needless to say, all of us present en- 
thusiastically decided to pool our efforts and resources to the end that we sent 
such a delegate on this extended trip. We then proceeded to select someone, 
who in our opinion, would meet the many requirements that such a delegate 
would have to meet. Because of the nature of the countries to be visited and the 
types of social, economic, and political concepts that prevail in these countries we 
concluded that anyone who had preconceived political or social views along 
socialistic lines couldn’t bring back a convincing report of what he heard and 
observed. We believe we reached an ideal choice in the person of Jack Black- 
well, recording secretary of the Wallace Miners’ Union and president of the north- 
west council of our union. We believed this to be so because Jack Blackwell 
has never identified himself with any political group nor has he ever indicated 
any leftist leanings or lean to any right-wing group. Jack, to us, has always been 
a guy who freely and honestly expressed his views as he saw them, and it is for 
this quality that we finally decided that he should be our member on this 
delegation. In preparing his presentation Jack had to carefully consult all of 
his notes to determine the best way to make this report. He finally selected a 
question-and-answer method as the best way to pose the many questions that 
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are asked daily on every street corner. I have listened to many of the ex- 
periences he encountered on this trip and I am personally convinced that the 
answers you are about to hear are made in the best spirit of Jack, that they are 
honest and straightforward as he heard and observed them. Since Tom Lynch, 
our council from Spokane is with us today, Jack requested that Tom and I 
ask the prevailing questions that are on most people’s minds. I take great 
pleasure in presenting to our listening audience, Jack Blackwell. 

JACK BLACKWELL. Good evening ladies and gentlemen and members of Mine, 
Mill. I will answer all questions to the best of my ability as to what I observed 
and heard on this trip 

Tom Lyncu. What countries did you visit on this tour? 

JAcK BracKwet.. I visited France, Poland, Russia, and Italy. I was in 
four other countries besides. I was in Germany, Belgium, Czechoslovakia, and 
Austria in transit 

Bint, Moore. Jack, how did you find conditions in regard to wages and to 
ost of living? In other words what was the standard of living for the work- 
ing « 9 

cK BLhackwrL.. We found wages adequate to the cost of living. Here in 
United States we find high rent and high clothing prices and high food 
price We also found the same conditions there in Russia, especially. They had 
| high clothing costs, but their rent was very cheap. But, 
their wages were adequate to keep care of all the people that were working. In 
France and in Italy we found the wages lower than the standard of living was 


gh food costs an 


set Therefore, we found poverty and hunger in those two countries. 
Tom LyncH. What do the people of France and Italy think of us? 
IA BLACK) Us as a people they think we are all right, but us as a gov 
ernment ominating their country hey have no use for us. They have signs 
OV Prance, “Americans, why don't you go home?’ It seems as though every- 
thing were doing for them is not benefiting the working people. In Italy the 
de exists except for the signs. Those people there were beaten during the war 
nd they don’t express their opinions such as most of the people in France. 
bitt Moorr. What does the average person think of the Marshall plan’? 
Tac BLACKWELL. Iverybody we talked to in regarding labor they didn’t think 
very much of it. They—in fact, they said that it wasn’t helping the working 


people at all. It was helping capitalists in their countries. I talked to telephone 
operators, models, department-store workers, and I told them who I was and 
What I represented, and they came out and said that it wasn’t helping them. 
rhe plants—the people working in industries and plants—they were very much 
nst it because it was cutting down all their industries down. They were 
ng all these machines over there on the market already manufactured, there- 
fore cutting people out of labor. That’s the main reason, I suppose, that they 
don't ke the Marshall plan 





Tom Lyncn. You mentioned Russia as one of the countries you visited. Did 
you have any difficulties getting through the iron curtain? 

Jack BLACKWELL. Well, we had to laugh about that. The only difficulty we 
encountered was in getting a taxi and going over to the Russian consul and get 
ting our passports and telling them that we wanted to go in there and survey 

bor conditions in Russia 
Birt Moore. How long were you in Russia, Jack? 

Jack BLACKWELL. We were there approximately 3 weeks—23 days, to be exact. 





Tom Lyncu. Did you talk to the common people there or to the “big shots’’? 

JACK BLACKWELL. We talked to everybody. When we first went in there we 
were acquainted with the leaders and they gave us their system of organizational 
procedure from the top to the bottom and then we visited the different plants 
on our agenda through Russia And we talked to thousands of people, and we 
picked them out from the crowd here and there. We ran into lots of people who 
could speak our language 

Bitt Moors. You say you visited the plants there. Did you talk to the workers 
on the ob* 

Jack BLACKWELL. Yes; we talked to—in every plant we were in we had inter- 
preters, of course, and we also had on this delegation members who could speak 
French, Polish, German, Italian, and, of course, English. And in these plants 
we met several people that could speak these different languages, except the 
Italian language. We didn’t find anybody in Russia that could speak the Italian 
aunguage A very great number of them could speak English, German, and 
French, and when we found out they could speak through one of our delegates, 
why we contacted these people and hung back from the interpreters, and we 
asked them questions and we got the same answers from them as we got from 





COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 295 


our interpreters. We—we put the things together and compared notes all the 
way through, and in every plant and every city we were in, why that’s the 
answers we received. 

Tom LyncuH. This doesn’t sound much like the items you read in the leading 
newspapers. Tell me, did you visit places of your own choosing or was this a 
conducted tour? 

JAcK BLACKWELL. When we first went in there they asked us where we wanted 
to go. We were surprised. We thought, too, that they would show us the cities 
of their choosing. So we picked from different cities where we studied on the 
basic industries of Russia, and we picked four basic cities Where we knew they 
had industrial plants in these cities. And they asked us how long we intended 
to Stay. We said 2 weeks. And they said, “Sorry, you won't be able to see all 
those cities,” so we said we might be able to extend our stay a few days—it was 
just about a must that we owed to our people who sent us over here to see these 
different industries because they represent—every one of these cities repre- 
sents—a business or a trade that we're in. 

Bit Moore. How were you treated by the people there? 

JACK BLACKWELL. We were shown nothing but respect and kindness all 
through Russia. In fact, ve never seen a people any n any country that 
I’ve ever been in, and I’ve been from Japan now clear over to Russia. I never have 


t} f 


seen anybody who showed the consideration that the ople do for us. They 
heartily hate our Government, we know that, but as far as the working people 
and the common people in the United States, they like and they love. 

Tom LyncH. How did you find wages and the living standards of the people 
in Russia? 

JACK BLACKWELL. Well, in wages, we have to break that down. They get 
paid by rubles. A ruble is a quarter of the American dollar. And the lowest 
wages we found were 600 rubles a month and they were sweepers and they were 
old people drawing a pension of half of their—of half to 100 percent of their 
former wages, Which would run, according to what they did, of course, but their 
average wage was around a thousand rubles which would be $200 a month. We 
did run into people that, working people mind you, I don’t know what the leaders 
received, but the working people we talked to—some people made as high as 
$1,700 a month and the average all through the country, though, was around 
$250 a month which was very much higher than our standard of living. And 
they also have banks over there which the money they have left—they deposit 
in the bank and they can do anything they want with that money. 

Bitt Moore. What do the Russian people think of us? 

JACK BLACKWELL. The Russian people like us. 1 stated that once before, that 
their feeling for us is nothing but respect 

Tom LyncH. Now, do the Russians have a secret police comparable to the 
Gestapo of Germany prior to World War Il? 

JACK BLACKWELL. Everybody is going to say this was a conducted tour, we 
were directed here and we were directed there, I know that, but in all the 
places we were we made it a point to go out at all hours of the day, all hours 
of the night, by ourselves, go through the town and talk to people we thought 
we could converse with. Some place Ss we were fortunate enough to find people 
who could speak English or one of the other languages we could speak. But, 
usually when we ran into children between 14 and 16 and 17 years old—of age 
they—a lot of them—spoke English and as far as the police were concerned we 
never saw anybody following us around. And the police in that country there 
operate without any guns They're standing out there on the streets and 
corners and directing traffic and they don’t even pack a gun When they find 
somebody violating a law or misdemeanor, why they just go up and speak te 
them. They never raise their voice, never raise their hand or shake their fist 
in their face or point their finger at them, or anything like that I saw one 
traffic violation and we just stood there and watched this guy go over to him 
And he walked over there and put his hands behind his back and was standing 
there talking to him. When the light changed he nodded his head and the fellow 
took off. 

Bitt Moore. We're vitally interested in the mining industrv in this area. Did 
you visit any of the mines in Russia? 

Jack BLACKWELL, I was very unfortunate in this respect toward our hard-rock 
mines. They were up in the north of Russia and we never got to go into that 
country. But, they did make it possible for me to go to Tula, that is about 
122 miles south of Moscow, to visit a coal mine Not being a coal miner, or 
ever being in one in the United States, I can’t exactly give true opinion of 
the differences in the coal mines here and there, but what I did see there. this 
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mine was about 180 feet deep, and the first thing I noticed was the bulkheading 
in the drift I went in. For about 200 feet it was made of brick, it was all 
bricked over and whitewashed, very clean and from there on it was all timbered 
and we visited about four different headings, and each heading there were men 
working there. And, in fact, in this mine there was about 8 or 10 percent women 
vorking.« And the miners are the highest honored workers in all the Soviet- 
dominated countries—Russia, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and in any country that 
is under the Soviet rule. 

Tom LyNcnu. Well, how are working conditions there, was there a speed-up or 
just what was the true working conditions? 

Jack BLACKWELL, In every plant we went in we never saw anything that 
ooked like speed-up, with the exception of one bakery. And there a woman, 
this was 9S percent women working there, was sitting down taking bread off a belt 


system and putting them in another conveyor running toward the oven, and 
she was working fairly fast, but she worked 1 hour and then she rested an hour 
nd she got paid for S hours work And the shoe factory we went into, before 
we went in there this shoe man who was with us when he was told it was on 
a conveyor system he said, “Boy, the people in America sure would never stand 


for nything like that.” tut, when we went back in there to look at it and 
when we came out he said it was one of the best-operated shoe factories he 
had ever been in in his life, and the workers have plenty of room, and they 
don’t have to work fast. If they happen to miss a shoe while standing there 
talking, as they were doing to us, we stopped the workers right there and talked 
to them, why this place goes down around the conveyor and comes back to 
them, the pair of shoes that they’d missed. 

Brit Moore. T understand that there are no strikes in Russia. Is it against the 
law to strike? Well, what is the reason for this? 

JacK BLACKWELL. No; it’s not against the law to strike and it’s true they 
don’t have any strikes there. We asked that question, too. We couldn’t under- 
tand that because our system of economy seems to call for strikes and trouble 
over there, but it doesn’t over there. 

(Next question missing on tape.) 

JACK BLACKWELL. It’s true nobody is forcing them to go to school, but we did 
see competent doctors and nurses, in fact in every plant that we were in they 
each had elinies to large hospitals in their plants according to the number of 
workers there. They had nurseries there. The women that were working on 
the jobs, they could go see their kids at certain hours, at feeding time, or if 
the children were sick their mothers were right there, and they didn’t have to 
cart them all over town. The doctors themselves were very competent, the 
nurses very competent. They were picked on—in these plants to care for any 
major—or minor accidents or sickness that occurred on this job. 

Britt Moore. What kind of educational system do they have, how does it com- 
pare with ours? Are the children taucht to hate us? 

Jack BLACKWELL. They have a wonderful education system there. They have 
beautiful schools, well-lighted schools, clean, and the children are taught more 
on a political phase of their country than we are. They’re taught world hap 
penings, history, same as we're taught here, but they’re taught a lot of other 
things that are not taught here until we get to college. By that time I-er—we 
were either set in our minds what we were going to do or become, what political 
leanings we were going to have. Of course, they have one political leaning 
there—they’re taught the history of their country in that respect and very few 
thines like this happen here in the United States. I ran into children who when 
they were 12 years old could speak very good English. They're taught a foreign 
language at that age and usually by the time they’re through high school they 
can speak and write fluently the language they are taught. And, in fact, in 
Yalta—the last night we were there we were swimming in the Black Sea and 
I swam out quite aways and I started back in and I was about 500 yards from 
shore and T heard some guy holler at me and I raised up in the water and here 
was this fellow coming toward me and he started talking Russian to me. And 
I told him I was American and I didn’t understand him—the Russian language 
So he says, “Oh, an American,” and he started talking to me in English, and 
started to ask me questions. Well, I asked him questions, I asked him what he 
did, whether he was a student in school and how come he learned to speak 
English so well. Well, he said, his mother and father could both speak English 
and he picked it up from them and then he studied English in the schools there. 
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And at 12 years old he could speak almost as good English as I. But, of course, 
he could speak better English because we're not taught the higher English as 
they are, they’re taught the English from the English books and they have the 
different pronunciations, and enunciations on their speech. Of course, they 
don’t understand our slang and they think it’s terrible the way we murder the 
English language. But, I asked this kid the leading questions that we had 
asked everybody else and he answered me the same way. And, when I got to 
shore he went on another way and I dressed and he came over there. And he 
was just a kid. It surprised me just to see the size of him—he was just like 
our 12-year-old kids in this country here. But, he was very friendly and an- 
other thing the children where we were at—when they found out we were 
Americans they said, “Send our love to the children of America.” 

Tom LyNncH. Some people have referred to Russia as a children’s paradise. 
Did you see anything over there that bore this out? 

JACK BLACKWELL. Yes; I did. They have pioneer camps in Russia where they 
can—oh—send about 20,000,000 children to these pioneer camps in the summer 
months during vacation. And, they’re just like our summer resorts. They're 
very beautiful, all equipped for children, on lakes, seashores, rivers, and in the 
mountains and they’re also taught in those summer camps. They're taught as 
they go along—they don’t waste much time as far as education is concerned. 
Of course, they don’t go to school 5 or 6 hours a day, maybe an hour or two a 
day they attend classes. And, in the evenings they have games and in the day- 
time they have games—everyone of them had volleyball courts, soccer fields, 
and slides for the smaller kids, swings—and they had competent people running 
them. Nurses and doctors in most cases. So, if any sickness occurs while 
these kids are out there they’re kept care of in a first-class—in a first-class way. 

BILL Moore. What is the status of women in the Soviet Union? 

JacK BLACKWELL. They have full equality with men. On every job that we 
saw that women were working on they got the same wages, same rights, same 
privileges as the men. And the funny thing about it we never saw any fear in 
there, you know—l've seen fear in the United States during the depression and 
I’ve worked on jobs where I was afraid to look up for fear the boss would look 
down my neck and drive me to work. We never seen anything like that in Russia. 
We followed—well in these plants we were followed by anywheres from 50 to 
2,000 people followed us around—they just spontaneously quit their jobs and 
followed us around like it didn’t make any difference to them whether the boss 
was standing there or not and some of the—some of the directors were a little 
sore about it because they were right in there among us and we didn’t know the 
interpreters from the workers in the plants and, of course, we would always try to 
get mixed up with them as much as possible. 

Tom LyncH. Do they have any children working there? Do they have child 
labor laws in the Soviet Union? 

JACK BLACKWELL, Yes, we found children working there but the youngest chil- 
dren we saw working were 14 years old but they worked 3 hours a day and were 
paid for 8 hours a day and they went to school 5 hours a day and the rest of their 
time was their own free time like anybody else. But they were learning a trade, 
they wanted to pick up this trade so they’re usually asked at a younger age than 
our kids are what they want to do, and if they want to be a policeman, O. K., get 
that. If they want to be a shoe worker or miner—but in the mines, children 
don’t work in the mines, 18 years old is the youngest children can work there, 
and they go in as students to begin with. Now if they want to continue to go to 
school without working they have that free right to do. If they want to go on 
through higher, it’s according to the grade—just like we have here in the United 
States, but if they want to go there is no economic question on whether they 
can go. They get to go. 

Britt Moore. Jack, how much war talk did you hear over there? Do they want 
war with us? 

JACK BLACKWELL. Every town, every city, every plant we were in all you could 
hear was peace. Those people are building for peace. In all the plants we were 
in we never saw any preparation for war. We were in automobile factories, 
tractor factories, steel mills, bake shops, metal type shops, printing presses, and 
gardens, hospitals, sanitariums, rest homes, schools, and all these places that we 
were in there was nothing but talk of peace. And these people really mean it now, 
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this is the way I can see it and the way I saw it when they—they say peace they 
mean peace. They don’t want war, they just came out of one of the most devas 
tating wars that ever happened in the history of the world. And their country 
was practically destroyed in the cities that we visited. Now they’re building for 
the workers and for peace. It’s no doubt in our minds, we know this, they told 

this, that they're preparing for war in Russia, but they say that this is a war 


or protection. Well, that’s not for me to decide upon or anybody else in my class 
to decide upon anything like that gut they are preparing for a war of protec- 
n They don’t want to prepare for a war of aggression. We saw lots of 
oldiers over there but, of course, we didn’t ask them any questions about the 
diet We see lots of soldiers here—we know what the soldiers are here for 


and those soldiers there are for the same reason, I suppose But, we went over 
there to survey labor, not to get into any political mix-up and ask them any 
nent questions as—such as that And as far as the people are concerned, 

here was not a town we visited or a family we visited—probably—that had not 
host somebody in the war. Where a country lost 10,000,000 people, well it’s not 
ery hard to find just thousands of them that lost brothers and sisters, and fathers 

( thers We talked to one girl, she was a waiter there, in—sounded like 
Daparosia—that she'd lost her whole family. The Germans had murdered her 
whole family—she’d seen her sister hung and this girl was one of the quietest 
cerest people I've ever seen in my life. I don’t think I heard her—we were 


there 3 days—lI don’t think I heard her say five words all the time that we were 
there And we inquired about her and that was the answer we got to the question, 
so Vou can see that war to them is something that is entirely out of their minds 

they don’t want war. They don’t absolutely want war, the common people. I can’t 


vy what the higher-ups want or anything like that but they love their Govern 
nd if their Government said war I think they'd be preaching war too. If 

I know if our Government said war we'd have a lot of people preaching give them 
the atomie bomb and destroy them completely. They never talk like that or any- 
thing in that manner 

Bint. Moore. Jack, this has been very impressive—a—just two questions in 
one. T understand that they gave you a very nice camera, but did they allow you 
to take any pictures with it to back up what you have told here; and one further 
question, do you think that this trip was a good one and do you think that we 
shonld have more like it—that is exchange of working people between this 
country and the Soviet Union? 

Jack BLACKWELL, To your first question, ves: they did give me a nice camera. 
According to—I'm not a camera man—but according to the people I’ve talked to 
about this camera they say it’s one of the best cameras manufactured. I'm sorry 
that we didn’t take any pictures with the camera they gave us but several of 
the delegates had cameras there—our chairman had a moving-picture camera 
and they all took pictures. They hadn't had them developed there in Russia 
most of them were colored films and they don’t have facilities to develop color 
and it takes—they have facilities—but it takes about a week and when we 
wanted them developed we were never in one place over 3 or 4 days, but we did 
have pictures taken there by newsreel people and photographers in Russia and 
I have the Russians—I have the pictures to show to anybody that wants to 
see them. Now to your next question. 

311, Moore. My next question was simply this: Do you think that there should 
be more trips like the one which you took? 

JACK BLACKWELL. Yes: I definitely do. If we can make a trade with all the 
working people with all the countries, not just Russia alone, but every country 
in kkurope and send three or four delegations over there a year and have three or 
four of their delegations come over here at the expense of our Government or 
our unions, and the same—the same delegated to their countries, it would be a 
wonderful thing, a very educational program to all the people in the United 


states 





Birt Moore. Thanks, Jack, a lot for this wonderful interview. I think it’s 
something that all the answered questions that needed to be answered, questions 
that are asked by all the people in the Coeur d’Alene district. Thank you very 
much 

You have been listening to a discussion of European labor situations by Jack 
Blackwell, member of the Wallace Mine-Mill Union. KWATL is nonpartisan 
ind nonpolitical and does not necessarily endorse the views just expressed, The 
prog oo transcribed This is KWAL with studies and transmitter at 
Osburn la 








COMMUNIST DOMINATION OF UNION OFFICIALS 299 


TESTIMONY OF ANGELO VERDU, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


The CHairman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the United States Senate, will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Verpvu. I do. 

Mr. Connors. Will you kindly state your name, your residence, and 
your occupation ? 

Mr. Verpu. Angelo Verdu, 3127 South Twentieth East, Salt Lake 
City, Utah: staff representative, United Steel W orkers ot America, 
ClO. 

Mr. Connors. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. VERDU. I was born ( etober 1, 1920, in Petrel. Spain. 

Mr. Connors. Have you been naturalized as a citizen of the United 
States ¢ 

Mr. Verpvu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNORS. Have you at some period of time, Mr. Verdu., been 
an officer of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers? 

Mr. Vervu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Connors. Will you kindly explain to the subcommittee what 
position or positions you held with that union ¢ 

Mr. Verpu. I became a member of the International Union of Mine, 
Mill, and Smelter Workers in 1933. In 1938 I was elected to the 
executive board of that union, became installed in December of that 
year, continued in that position until February of 1947. 

Mr. Connors. What caused the termination of your services with 
the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ¢ 

Mr. Verpu. A group of local unions in my district seceded from 
the international union, and | was suspend d by the president of that 
organization. 

Mr. Connors. Why did the group of unions in your district secede 
from the parent organization ¢ 

Mr. VERDU. They seceded because they felt that the policy of the 
International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers was too 
closely alined with the program of the Communist Party at that time. 

Mr. Connors. Mr. Verdu. do you know otf any ot the present « ffi 
cers of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers 
who have knowingly collaborated with members of the Communist 
Party to further the activities of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Verpu. Well, I believe that all of them have collaborated to 
further the activities of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Connors. Has Maurice Travis, to your best knowledge, so 
collaborated ? 

Mr. Verpu. To my knowledge he has. 

Mr. Connors. Has Orville Larson so collaborated ? 

Mr. Verpu. To my knowledge, he has. 

Mr. Connors. Has Graham Dolan so collaborated ? 

Mr. Verpu. To my knowledge, he has. 

Mr. Connors. Has Albert Skinner so collaborated ? 

Mr. Verpu. To my knowledge, he has. 

Mr. Connors. Has John Clark so collaborated ? 

Mr. Verpvu. To my knowledge, he has. 
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Mr. Connors. I have no further questions of this witness, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. That is all. You are released from your subpena. 

(Witness excused. ) 

The Cuarrman. The hearings conducted in Salt Lake City have 
now terminated. 

Hearings will be conducted perhaps in Washington and at other 
places. 

The report of this committee will be submitted to the Senate of the 
United States. 

The question of who may have been in contempt of this committee 
will then be presented to the Senate. 

The hearing is concluded. 

(Whereupon, at 3: 45 p. m., Thursday, October 9, 1952, the hearings 
were concluded, and the committee recessed, subject to the call of the 
chairman. ) 
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